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TRINITY. 


DIVINE REVELATION: 


| 


MAT 


An im artial Examination of fome Traditions con- 

cerning GOD, in Syftems contrived by Councils, 
Affemblies, and Synods, and impofed HpEn Man- 
Sas as Articles of Faith. ; 


be: fe Ie CARE E PART s. 


ra 8 ‘Divine. Charaéter of a Plurality in Deity proved. 
IL The oeconomica Character of Father, Son, and HolyGho/, 





* illuftrated. 
fe fe Scholaftic Doétrine of the Trinity gene 
¥ . a ‘a ‘To which is added, by Way of Preface, 


An ADDRESS to Enquiring CHRISTIANS. 


The whole written in an eafy and familiar Manner, © 





Pde By A. M. A Lay Ma. 















is Ds confels that aes is the eee OF Gop, God 

er phe leth i in him, and hein God. % John iv. 15.—Whether it be right in 
the Sight of God, to hearken unto VizN more than unto God, judge ye? 
—We ought to aed Gop rather than MEN. Atts iv. 19.—V. 29. 





7eeee Eb ON D ON, 
inted for the Author, ‘and fold by G. Robinia in Pater-nofter Row; 
d W. Nicholl, in St Paul’s Church-yard ; G. Elliot , in the Par- 
ent- -Clofe, Edin burgh’; and T. Slack, in Newcattle, 
MDCCLEXM.. 
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To the free enquiring Chriftians of Great-Britian, who 
_ imitate the Example of the Nosie BERewans, in re- 
-. ceiving “the Worp or Gop with all Readinefs of 
| Mind, and, Jfearching the SCRIPTURES daily, whether 

p obhe, Dottrines, taught by Mes are = thereto. 
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OEXS O TWITH STA NDI N G all the si Gale 
eh N i ‘ments, that have been formerly in the way- of free 
3 Ox Ss enquiry into religion, there are many of our fel- 
low. chriftians, efpecially in Britain,’ who now 

= fee it to be the duty and privilege of every individual. chrif- 
= tian, to enquire as far as he is able, into every thing that 
his réligion requires him either to-believe or pragtife :.And . 
Sif. there be any, to whom providence hath given a capacity 
and opportunity of enquiring into truth, with more leifure 
Sand exactness. than others, they fhould ufe the talents hea- 
ven hath bleffed.them with, tho’ not merely for themfelves, 
* but for the inftru@ion of others, who have not the fame 


advantages. which they have. 
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A s chriftians fhould be exemplary for virtue and )good- 
\nefs, fo they fhould be diftinguifhed from a corrupt world, 
by a diligent fearch after truth, and an honeit and, open pro- 


deffign thereof, notwithftanding the difficulties and difcou- 
a ragements 


(i) 
ragements they“are liable to upon that account, which, with, 
purity and holinefs of | life, —univerfal love to mankind,— 
‘and patience under fufferings which they cannot honour- 
ably avoid, will recommend the truth and caufe of their 
crucified mafter, who fuffered. before them in the caufe 
of truth. By fuch methods, the doétrine of Chrift prevail- 
ed in the hands of a few weak, inconfiderate men, without 
power, riches, or learning; in oppofition tothe leading in- 
terefts of this world, in the hands of felf-interefted priefts, 
powerful princes, proud philofophers, the wifdom of men, 
and the prejudices of the people, under the influence of 
fuperitition and heathen darknefs.. eas ak 
A priricent fearch after druth is the moft commendable 
~ exercife’ of a chriftian. ‘It isa precious treafure when found, , 
and fhould be purfued for its own fake; liftened to with at- 
tention, temper and’charity 5°to it we fhould. give an open 
ear, candid mind, and ingenuous heart. As it carries with 
it the evidence of its own divinity, we fhould pay it the re 
{pect it deferves, not only by an inward conviction, but an 
open declaration of “its ‘perfpicuity, force, and efficacy. 
‘Every man that would be free, honeft, and wife, has an in- 
-timaté coneern in the fueceis of truth; and is under a moral 
obligation to contribute all in his power, to ‘the fuccefs and 
-fervice thereof. é gu SEs 7 
As truth cannot be wrong in itfelf, fo it cannot lead to 
any thing wrong. Itis our indifpenfible duty to lie open to 
the evidence of truth, and lay afide every bias and prejudice 
that may hinder us toembrace it. Aboye all things it fhould 
engage our ferious regards. Truth is the rule that Gop 
himfelf follows, he is engaged to defend it, and for this end 
fent his Son into the world to dear witne/s to the truth, All 
our comfort in lifeand death depends upon our knowing 
and embracing the truth, 


» Be not then difcouraged, Brethren, in your diligent = 
i | me f aia eet { fearchy , 
~% 


Cai 4 

fearch after truth, and cordial embracing of it when found, 
becaufe, perhaps, it agrees not with the received opinions of 
great men, whether ancient or modern; nor with fchemes 
of religion, whether authorized by greater or lefler autho- 
rities, eftablifhed in national churches, or adopted by diffent- 
ing parties ; none of thefe is the rule of your faith. The 
fcriptures alone claim that honour. Whatever is added. by 
human fchemes or interpretations, fhould be peremptorily. 
sae as dangerous innovations. 


- As tothe Ancients, whatever ahhh others may have for 
cae: you may certainly judge of what they taught with 
the fame liberty, as of any other writers: Yea, the neglect 
of them can have no bad confequence, fince the divine rule, 
which teacheth all that is necellary, is complete without 
them. 4 

THe Fathers in the firft three centuries, had no fettled 
fyftems of religion but the {fcriptures, on which every one 
had his own fpeculations, which differed as much as in 
any age fince. On the doétrine of the Trinity efpecially, 
they gave their imaginations great latitude, which appears 
from their expreffions and explications of fcripture on that 
point ; fo that it would be difficult to determine, what was 
the fettled notions of thefe times, fince they not only differ- 
ed from one another, but with themfelves. But at the 
fourth century, in the heat of furious zeal and oppofition, 


among proud contending parties, the doctrine was reduced 


to articles, which were armed with fanctions, and the civil 
powers called in to enforce them, under the fevereft penal- . 


ties; fo that whom church authority could not convince, 


the fecular power might compel, without any regard to 
{cripture at all. Having affumed the power of dictating to 
fellow chriftians, there followed every kind of anna 


‘treatment towards diffenters from the fchemes they had efta+ 


blifhed, and perfecution was carried on in the name of the 
Lorp “Jesus, the king of peace: And as it was neceflary 
they fhould be thought to have the countenance and ap- 
; probation 


Ce) . 


probation of heaven, inftead of fcripture authority, the doc- . 
‘trine of miracles, pretended to be wrought by themfelves or 
predeceffors, was- propagated, which illued in all the fuper- 
ftition and fervile worfhip of the Romifh Bea/. 


WHATEVER weight was laid upon miraclous powers | 
in the firft’ centuries, and continued in the Romifh church, » 
to make théir other dogtrines and practices pafs for truth ; 
and whatever revererice our modern Doctors may pretend is 
due to the doctrines of the ancients on that account, it will 
appear evident to every impartial enquirer, that no argu- 
ment can be taken from that quarter, to favour the fchemes 
invented by the ancients, but what equally tends to fup-— 
port and countenance all the impoftors of the church. of 
Rome fince that time: Nor can any argument be drawn 
from this, or any other.thing but the fcriptures, to make 
any doétrine pafs for truth, but what takes juftas much aus _ 
thority from - revelation, which alone, without any other 
help, authenticates the truths we ought to believe in reli- 
gion. ”Tis a ftrange compliment Proteftants pay to Papifts,, 

“in their avowed adherence to human traditions, in oppofition { 
to the fcriptures as the only rule of faith! 


Iw fuch a deplorable fituation was religion from the 
fourth century, for many hundred years under all the ty-: 
ranny, fuperftition, ignorance, and craft of the Bea/?, that, 
the advocates for human authority among Proteftants, find: 
Hittle but what they are afhamed of, till the reformation 
from popery.. ‘* The Reformers, as a late author fays, gave 
a violent fhock to popery,' by feparating from the church of 
Rome, cafting off the Pope’s fupremacy and infallibility, . 
tranflating the fcriptures into the vulgar tongues, and aflert-. 
ing them alone to be the only rule of faith and doétrine, 
But having been born and educated in the error and fuper- 
ftition of popery, we cannot {uppofe, at their firft emerging. 3 
out of that profound darknefs, their minds. wereat. ouitib: 
completely illuminated. Many grofs, errors; they. rejected, . 

ca She's Voltwea ta foe tage oe Ob : fome } ~~ 
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-fome they retained. But the grand miftake was, after they 


had drawn ichemes of faith from the fcriptures, honeftly ne 
doubt, to the beft of their abilities, cither they or their fol- 
lowers, as if they had delivered the whole {cripture truths 
without any mixture of error, erected thofe fchemes, tho’ 
differing very much from one another, into rules, to be uni- 
pe reeeived,” 


\ 


Ir feemed fomewhat contradi@ory and very partial in 


_ in our Reformers from popery, that they fhould teach the 


people #o exercife their own judgments in rejecting the 
doctrines and worfhip of Rome; but at the-fame time, not 
allow them the exercife of their paivate judgments, in chu- 
fing or refuling the {chemes of religion formed by them-— 


felyes. It is true, the {criptures were permitted to be read, 


but only in the fenfe of thefe {chemes : Any that difputed 
them, were loaded with party-names ; and chriftian profef- 
fors were again led to hate, to caft out, and feparate from 
one another, on account of the difference of fentiments ; in 
which they could not but differ, fince a free and peaceable 
ftudy of Gop’s word was not allowed them. 


Iw Proteftant fchools, they that were educated for the 
miniftry, were taught the doctrine they were to preach, not 
from the holy {criptures, but from fyftems of divinity, after 
the.model of the popifh {chool-men, and taken chiefly from 
them. ‘Their abftra€t metaphyfical notions, terms of art, 
and diftinétions, were retained, and {till applied to chriftian 


principles. Their feveral creeds and churches were efta- 


blifhed by the fecular power, and the magiftrate required 
his people to believe after the particular confailian: or arti- 
cles he efpoufed. Subfcriptions to human fchemes were 
demanded;—men were conftituted judges of fcripture doc- 
trine for whole nations and communities, and confcience 
was again made refponfible to earthly tribunals. Worldly 
emoluments were annexed to a fuppofed right belief, and 
heavy penalties inflicted upon recufants + Except when the 

: magi- 


= 


Cra) 
‘magiftrate pleafed on fome occafions, and under certain li- 
initations, to grant a TOLERATION. + s 


_ T'u1s was only a change of Popes, but the popery re~ 
mained. For tho’ they reformed in feveral valuable refpects, 
in this they were more inconfiftent than thofe they feparated 
from; to renounce infallibility, and yet impofe and perfe- 
cute as infallible,—reject human authority, and in many 
cafes plead and eft upon it,—permit the fcriptures to be 
-yead, but not undesftood; or, which is the fame, to be 
underftood only in the fenfe of fchemes formed and eftablifh- 
ed by men, : 


~ To tell us that thefe fchemes were formed by the ableft 


divines, is no ways to the purpofe, and perhaps not alto- | 


gether true. For if they had not only been able but infallible, 
they had no right or power to do what the divine Spirit had 
already done, and which no creature fhould ever have any 
hand im, after he had finifhed revelation asa rule of faith. 
They might be the ableft_ for _the times they lived in, and 
yet but comparatively weak. For being educated at popifh 
{chools, in times of great ignorance with regard to the 


_ +17 feems ftrange, however it came into the heads of chriftians, 
who profeffed to. make the fcriptures the rule of their religion, to 
think that a civil magiftrate could have any power either to Jimit. 
_ or tolerate religion. He cannot limit it, for human faations, which 

can reach no further than outward appearances, cannot in the leaft 
~ influence what is folely attained by 2 man’s own fentiments and choice, 

Wad Gop defigned the arm of magiftrates to make chriftians, he 

would have endued them with penetration fuitable for the knowe 

ledge and influence of hearts. - 


Ann as for toleration, there is fomething extremely humbling in 
its emphafis 5 as the right of private judgment, the privilege of a 
raan’s underftanding and determining for himfelf, is the unalienable 
charter of every rational creature attefted by Gop that created him, 
who has put it beyond the power of any man upon earth to think 
or judge, for him: Muft it not then be ftrange to fay, the magi~ 


-ftrate indulges the man’s weaknefs, in allowing him the exercife ae 


an unalienable right and privilege? 


m0 


{crip- 


am 


‘fcriptures, it_ cannot be fuppofed that fuch as were newly 
come out of this fituation, could be.fo perfe& in what was 
in a manner new to them, as is commonly pretended. 
But however eminent they might be, the tafk was far toe 
great for them, to compofe and determine the precife‘rules 
of faith i in their own words for all chriftians. It needs ‘no 
more evidence to prove their pride and weaknefs, than. that 
_ they impofed their own decifions upon the confciences. of 
their fellow. chriftians, concerning the faith and. the ptactice 
of religion, This was to lead chriftians off the foundation and 
principle of religion, fubjection, ‘and allegiance to Chri/?, the 
Lorp and Law-giver: And deftroy that fundamental 
‘principle of the reformation, that the fcriptures are a com- 
.plete rule both of faith and practice; and as fuch, are clear 
and intelligible in all neceflary points, to every private 
chriftian. Now, if the {criptures are a fufficient rule, we do 
not want men in any age as guides ;: and if they are clear, 
they are not neceflary as interpreters. The enquiring chrif- 
‘tian’ cannot lofe much by the negle& of them, as the ferip- 
.tures teach every. thing clearly, se is neceflary either te 

‘be believed or practifed. s 


We fhall grant that thofe who have gone before us, whe- 
-ther ancient.,or; modern, were good, virtuous men; | yet, 
for reafons that might be given, they might. not fee the 
truths that. yet are obvious in revelation; and. fhall their 
knowledge be the precife ftandard of ours? What letters- 
patent, what fpecial privilege of divine. authority can they 
plead, to:ftop the progrefs of ‘divine knowledge, and to en- 
-grofs our belief for all times ‘to-come? ‘Or rather muft the 
the truth Gop hath made*known,: be limited by any hu- 
-man underftanding ~whatfoever? If they had known 
much lefs, was there any neceflity upon us to feek 
for no more knowledge? And why might not they 
be under the fame prejudices againft examining for themfelves 
as we are,—pay the fame il oes for the opinions of others, 
that 
bas 


« viii ’) 


that? we ‘are’ difpofed ‘to thew for " enKiis 3—or imagined 
“points.of faith’ fufficiently fettled: by predecefiors, whom they 
-everenééd ;—-Or perhaps dike many of us, hold fome truths 
fo facred, and fo far above ‘human comprehenfion, as they 
edurft not‘éxamine them ;~-Or fo Clear by the ‘interpretation 
cof ‘othérs,-as to need no ‘examination ? Whatever one or 
more: oF thefe, or other’ unmentioned prejudices : affetted 
ithem,itis certain they’ were under the fame temptations to 
be biafed’ with -others,; at'belt were: fallible, and therefore 
‘hould not have the honour-due to oa ', whom we are to 
‘follow 2 as our ‘matter alates: ie e é . ‘. 


_M E Ns es eh gharaiiten or:  dancieiaatiodos ancient.or | 
beseidiien, whether! many~or few fince‘the Apoftles, are by no 
-¢means the rule of faith... There is no chriftian:can havelany 
power to rule over other chriftians, as judse of their con- 
Aciences, and |sréligion :. And whoever ufurps fuch ‘a -power, 
mutt be: Antichrift, and-puts-himfelf in theiplace of God: “ 
And. as much as,any fubjeéts his underftanding and heart — 

to any man,or, church upon arth, he is guilty :of:zdolatry. 
“No, Brethren, our Dear Lorn forbids us to.call: any aman 
mafter, and every chriftian has a divine warrant to examine- 
-and/judee ‘for ‘himfel fio Theff. v. 21. “Prove all things, 
hold :faft: that. whichis good.’ a John iv? a. Believe not 
vevery fpinit,: but try the dpirits whether ‘they'are of Gop, 
»Philiicg, 20. And this [pray; that yourlove may abound, 
-yet; more: ‘and more in iknowledge, and in judgment, that y 


may approve (try, margin) things that are excellent, ‘Gal. 
i. 8,9: If weor.an Angel from heaven,-—and again, if any . 


aman) preach any. other. eatich unto-you than that ye have re- 
ceived, letshim bejaccurfed.”... If the doGrines) of Angels and) 
Apofiles were to be examined before received, it mut be uns 
accountable ftupidity »to receive, without examination, 
diGates of any fince the Apaltaljo times, 


' Our Lorp- “exprefily taught ihe dodtrine of private - 
judgment. “Luke xii, 57. Yes, and why even of yourfelves a 


judge 


(ix ) 


judge ye not what is right?” The Fewi/h Rabbies imas 
gined that their di@tates and traditions were as binding as 
the written law, but our Saviour bids the difciples “* be« 
ware of this leaven, or corrupt doétrine of the Pharifeess” 
and lets them know they had a right to judge for themfelves. 
John y. 39. “¢ Search the fcriptures.—If any man have not 
the Spirit of Chri/?, he is none of his.—He that is fpiritual, 
judgeth all things.’ And the Apoftles followed their 
divine mafter, enjoining the fame duty. ‘* Judge im your- 
felves.—I fpeak as to wife men: Judge ye what Ifay. 1 
John v. x0. He that believeth on the fon of Gop, hath 
the witriefs in himfelf.” « It fhould read, ** holds the te/ftmony 
for bimfelf’ Which points out the neceflary connection 
betwixt a perfon’s believing in the Son of Gop, and exa- 
mining and knowing the teftimony or record of Gop con- 
cerning his Son, on which his faith is built, for himfelfs 


Tue Bereans were highly commended for fearching; 
the feriptures, to fee if the Apo/iles’ doctrine was agreeable 
thereto; and have the epithet of noble or renowned, and ho~ 
nourable, given them for fo doing. Whereas the Lorp finds 
fault with fuch as blindly follow the dictates of mens 
Pof, v.°11,. 12.7 Ephraim is opprefied, and broken in 
judgment ; becaufe he willingly walked after the command- 
ment. Therefore will I be unto Ephraim a moth, &e.” 
The commandment here is that mandate of Fereboam, with 
his corrupt council of priefts and princes, to worfhip the 
calves at Danand Bethel; which was not only finful in them 
to appoint, but fo in the people to comply with. ‘“Thofe 

who will follow men in matters of religion, may expect to 
meet with the judgments of Gop, whom they reject as 
their guide. ; 


Or mut be highly commendable for every chriftian to 
fearch the f{criptures, and compare the doftrines of meng 
with the pure word of Gop. There is no way of finding 
the faith once delivered to the faints, but by diligent fearch 

b Inte 


x 
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into the word. In receiving doétrines by tradition, wev 
make void the love and goodnefs of Gop, and involve our-. 
felves in the guilt of the Pharifees, who made the command- 
ments of Gop of no effect through their traditions. We 
are ready to blame the Papifts for believing implicitly ; but 
what are we better, if we take religion upon truft, blige ea 
evidence from’ revelation itfelf? 


Ir is a fault that prevails with moft, that they sels 
the fludy of the f{criptures in general, and content them- 
felves with a few {craps, the meaning of which they take 
from others, and confequently do not underftand them ; yet 
thefe they make the teft of truth to them, and the aka of 
their principles, in contradiGtion to the whole tenor and 
fcope of revelation. By much the greateft part of mankind, 
have no other evidence for their belief of Revelation itfe. elf, 
than general received opinion ; what has been. held by their 

- fathers, and all their acquaintance, pafles for truth, and 
prosuces refolutions and actions, + 


TRuTH is but one, it cannot be mouldered and tae 
fined as our prejudices, paffions, temporal interefts, or fan- 
cies would fuggeft : Nor can it be altered, mended, fuppref— 
fed, or eftablifhed, by nations, fynods, aleatdies, congrega-_ 
tions, or the agreement of Parties. It is not. what a divine 
may invent, ora __fociety approve ; nor does i it change to fuit 


circumftances, as the times change. Like its author, It is... 


Mesa the fame, in all ages and generations. 


TRUTH was very early corrupted by ignorant and fiid 
perftitious men, who, from felf-conceitednefy, were unfatis- 
fied with the plainnefs of it: And it is fill mifunderftood in 
many particulars; by ’fuch as account themfelves the true 
proteftants, and moft perfect reformers : Nor will any one: | 
find it in its original purity, but bya free, diligent, and im- 
partial ftudy of revelation, i in which its genuine principles are 


certainly explained; And whatever painsit may coft, thedifco- 
. very’ 
‘ a ts ; 


( xi’) . 


very of a treafure fo valuable as mative truth is, will richly 
reward the free enquirer. But whatever afliftance is ufed, 
the work itfelf, no other perfon can do for us, every ducils 
tain muft do it for himfelf, if he would have a religion 
that he can call his own. 


Bu 1 inftead of taking religion from the Bible, if we 
take human fyftems and decifions,. of our own conccits and 
{uppofitions for our guide, like one who has loft his way in 
the dark, and led by a falfe light, we will wander in the 
maze of error and dclatowit are the beauties of ruth, 
and live unacquainted with that divine temper of foul, —that 
love, goodnefs, comfort, and holy courage, which the| 
knowledge of the ¢ruth infpires the,mind with, which, like | 
the natural fun in the world, diffufes its genial light and 
heat through the foul and converfation of him, who is pof- 
feffed of it. It creates a joy, which ftrangers to the exer- 
cife of fearching the oe do not intermeddle with, nor 
gna re 


I] CANNOT imagine how it fhould never enter into the’ 
_ minds of fuch as negleét to fearch the fcriptures, how they’ 
think to anfwer to Gop at the great day, for turning over — 
fo many volumes of human era SLi ctss while hee: per= 
haps, never once in their life, clofely and ferioufly read over 
the Bible, which above all others, contains the moft X=) 
cellent knowledge; and which abbve all others, every chrif- 
tian is under the deepeft ‘obligation from Gop, and their | 
_ own real intereft, to ftudy conftantly, and know thoroughly. ! 


IF any one would know the truth, he muft certainly be 
acquainted with the rule of judging what is truth. That 
man’s religion is uncertain and precarious, who is not ac- 
quainted with the fcriptures. He may read books on reli- 
gious fubjects, and hear fermons without number ; but how 
fhall he know what is truth or error, while he neglects to 
bring them to the ftandard, by which alone they can be 


tried and known. He may judge of what one man ips 
y 


24 ee) 


by what he hath heard from another, whom he thought he 
could credit, which is far too frequently the cafe, but ftill 
he may receive error in place of truth; and it is the more 
likely, as by. this kind of judging, he puts the doctrines of 
men in the place of Gon’s word, by which alone doGtrines 
can be tried. W hat opinion would we have of aman, who 
fhould fet himfelf up to determine the mot important caufes 
in the civil courts of a nation, while he was ignorant of 
the ftatute and {tanding laws of the nation, to which all 
judges muft have recourfe in their decifions ? Would | 
any one chufe to rifk a caufe that nearly concerned him in 

fuch hands ? Much more inconfiftent and dangerous is it, for 
any profeffed chriftian to pretend to judge for himfelf, (which 
every one fhould do) without acquaintance with the laws 
and ftatutes of Curist’s kingdom, which are the only cri- 


terion of truth, _ : 


WHATEVER is built upon the foundation, (for all 
’ pretend to make the fcriptures the foundation) muft be tried 
by the pure truth therein revealed, whether it be gold, fil- 
yer, precious ftones, wood, hay, or ftubble, to which the 
Apoftle compares the dotrines of men. All mutt be tried 
by the fire of truth, before we can know of what fort it is. 
What will not abide the trial, muft be rejected, tho? he 
whofe work it is, may be faved by the fame #ruth, which 
deftroys his work. *¢ The fire thall try every man’s work of — 
what fort it is.—If any man’s work be burnt (as not fit 
to abide the trial) Ae fhall fuffer lofs, but he himfelf fhal] 
be faved ; yet fo as by fire,” By that truth which deftroys 
his-work 2°" a 


WitTHovur judging by this rule, there can be no re- 
ligion at all: For he that does not believe truth upon his 
own perfuafion that it is fuch, after trial and examination, 
does not believe, but only fays fo. Revelation js given to 


individuals, not to men merely as collective bodies; and he — 
? Seigler sh who 
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who does not enquire and believe for himfelf, is an unbe- 
liever of God’s word, whatever foundation he otherwife refts 
his faith upon. ; | 

But as the books of fcripture, which are perfectly 
adapted for all the purpofes of man’s falvation, and eafy to 
be underftood, are really the revealed will of Gop to men, 
what power or authority can frame the leaft fupplement to 
them, efpecially contrary to the fcope and tenor of the 
doftrines therein made known, without incurring the higheft 
guilt, and being anfwerable for all the fouls they miflead ? 


Ir is a ftrange infatuation which thoufands are under, who 
fpend their time and parts in the ftudy of other books, 
while they totally neglect, or but very fuperficial] y read the 
' fcriptures! It is a dangerous error in practice, to give the 
" preference to the works of men, whether heathen or chriftian 
writers, ancient or modern, in point of frequent ufe and 
attention, while the fcriptures have every thing that can re- 
commend them to the daily ftudy of a Chriftian. Any one 
who has looked over the remains of ancient learning, philo- 
fophy, and the religion of nations; and has alfo but taken 
acurfory view of the Bible, muft be filled with a flrong 
prepofleilion in its favour, if he is not under the ftrongeft 
infatuation. In the former, nothing is to be met with but 
folly and impertinence; no tolerable view of the Deity, 
none of the duty of man from good principle and true mo-' 
ib hy Sie Ot the chief and peculiar felicity of man, in the 
enjoyment of the favour of Gop. “But in this Book, 
the praifes of Gop are every where to be met with, as one, 
fpiritual, infinite, eternal, merciful, long-fuffering, per~ 
fe&t, &c. The duty of man is placed where it ought, and 
his felicity defcribed to confift in the enjoyment of Gop, 
through that medium which he in infinite grace and conde~ 
fcenfion hath provided and revealed to them. ‘This is the 
fpirit and language of the whole, / 


7 


oc IF 
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J. Gop had not revealed it, how could man have known) 


that his fin could be pardoned ? Is there’ any thing in the 

light of nature to teach a mancertainly, that the infinite, 

perfect, immutable, juftice of Gop, will pardon, connive, ; 
er wink at fin, which is a tranfgreflion of the eternal law? 
of order, in fetting up ras fovereign, without fome; 
caufe, or Pele ation of infinite moment to interpofe ? > Ord 
could nature find out that there was truly the interpofition 

of fuch a caufe, as the atonement found out by ‘infinite, 
mercy, to fatisfy immutable juftice? The whole that the 

wit of manean difcover concerning the nature, ways, and will 

of Gop, mutt be acquired, not by imagining vainly what 

is proper or improper for him to be, or to do; but by con- 
templating what he has done, and the ferious confideration 

ef what he has revealed of himfelf in the fcriptures. . 


I ¥ we fhall attempt to learn religion, from the various 
fyftems into which the contending parties among profefled 
ehriftians have manufaétured it, and follow the intricate 
difputes they have maintained about it, we will in the ifflue 
lofe our pains, For few are qualified for this fearch, or 
competent judges in it: And when the tafk were at an end, 
(if poffible) we would ftill have chriftianity to learn, and 
might probably conclude, that religion had not been at the 
bottom among the difputants. But if we fincerely apply to 
the feriptures, we fhall find chriftianity in its purity and 
fimplicity, from the doétrines and: practice of Chrifi and his 
Apoftles, without any danger of being led afide by an 
bias in the rule itfelf. 


Pris po reafon why we fhould negle& che ftudy of the 
fcriptures, becaufe the learned have qieiga fo much about 
the fenfe of them ; but rather a reafon: why we fhould exa- 
mine and judge he ourfélves. Tho’ they differ, it does not. 
follow that truth is not clearly taught in feripture, or that 
it is impoffible to find it. ‘They toe differed about the 
fenfe of ancient authors of Brey kind, however plain in 


them- 


) 
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themfelves : And the fcriptures have the advantage in. point 
of perfpicuity, that no other book has the leaft right to, 
namely, that they were indited by the wifdom of Gon, 
for the general inftruCtion of all mankind, in things necef- 
fary to be known and practifed: And if they are not fuffi- 
ciently plain for that purpofe, it is a grofs reflection upor 
the wifdom of Gop, as well as his goodnefs, who cer- 
tainly can make his mind known as intelligible as one man 
can do to another, in fuch things as he requires every man ~ 
to know ; but this would be contrary to equity and juftice, 
to require the knowledge of what he had not plainly re- 
vealed. Watt a8 | ; 


THE different comments on fcripture, no ways afte 
the truth and evidence of chriftianity, as contained in reve- 
lation. Tho’ all the different {chemes of religion, contain- 
ed in the whole group of bodies of divinity, and other hu- 
man compofitions contrived by men, fhould be called in 
queftion and proved falfe, chriftianity would by no means 
fuffer by it ; for this plain reafon, becaufe religion neither in 
whole, nor in part, is fundamental, as it ftands manufa€tured 
in thefe human compofitions, but as it is recorded in fcrip- 
ture, which would be the fame, tho’ the other were con- 
figned to oblivion. . Confequently, whatever differences 
there are, they no way affect chriftianity, but the human 

“ explications thereof. Differences among the learned, have 
often had this falutary effect, that they have occafioned en- 
quiring minds, after being bewildered by human difputes, 
to look back to the fcripture, where they have found the 
truth more clear than by all the laboured arguments of dif- 
putants, who by their fubtility render things unintelligible 

to common capacities. But the truth remains in its native 
fimplicity,, and open to the view of every diligent and im- 
_ partial enquirer in revelation. © 


Amowneée all the inventions of the Devil, there never 


yas one fo well calculated to render the {criptures ufelefs to 
the 
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the generality of cinitithd: as the chari@e! coniiouly 
given them, that they are dark, abjirujc, and ill to be un- 
derfiood. & more horrid fal fehood cannot be uttered, nor a 


greater affront offered to the Gop of truth. Yet this is 
the foundation. of all the pretended right of fome diGtating to 


others in’ matters of faith.—It hath ei productive of all 


the fchemes that have been impofed upon mankind—And, 
ft may fay, of all the blood that hath been fhed among reli- 
gious zealots and devotees to fyftems invented by men.—It 
is the very foundation of popery: For once admit the prin- 


ciple, and-we are more than half way to Rome, where -we 


will find ample provifion made for this great defect in the 
‘ feriptures, by having an infallible interpreter to depend 


upon ; which is certainly. neceflary if tevelation isfo dark, 
as after diligent enquiry, the things belonging to falvagion _ 


cannot be underftood, from them. 


-TuaT the feriptures are not eafily underftood, if the 
fenfe of them is to be taken from the various explications 
that have been made of them, may be readily granted : But 
to maintain. they are’ fo in themfelves, is-fubverfive of the 
great end for which they were given to mankind. Gop 
hath provided for the falvation of the vulgar, by making his 
religion plain and eafy to their underftandings. It is an 


affront to‘our reafon itfelf, to depend upon men for the mean- - 


ing of: that on which our falvation refts, who at the fame \ 


time that they would be confided in as the truftees of the \ 


- fecret councils of heaven, in their great humility difclaim 
the. charater of . infallibility, and fo by their own confent, 
siay deceive usin all that is dear to us. 


Sucu_ as reprefent the {criptures to be myfterious, 


fhould fhew what it is that Gop requires chriftians to. be- 


lieve, that is not -clearly revealed in his word. There is 
not one text that will prove that any fuch’ article of reli- 
gion exifts. But if they fhould produce | an article not 
clearly revealed, they have next to prove, that it is necef- 


fary 


Fe 
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fary to falvation, which they can never do, feeing it is not 
fo revealed ; forall things neceflary are clearly revealed in the 
{criptures, otherwife they could’not make the man of Gop 
wife to falvation. 


Ir is not only the groffeft reflection on the we/dom of 
Gop, who indited and impofed the fcriptures upon man- 
kind as a rule of faith and practice, while they needed the 
affiftance of fome of the creatures who were to be ruled by 
them, before they could be intelligible to others : But alfo, 
upon the goodne/s of Gop, te command conformity to a 

rule, upon the pain of damnation, which was not in itfelf 
fo clear and plain as to be underftood by thofe who were 
bound by it ; and that he is refolved to damn_his creatures 
for want of capacities to know what he himfelf had made 
above their capacities. 


IT is a ftrange conceit men have of themfelves, and ftill: 
ftranger opinion of their maker, that he dhould not fpeak 
in a book defigned for the inftruction of all, fo as to be 
underftood by them, whom he intended to inftrud by it ! 
Does not Gop, who made man, know what will fuit their 
capacities, better than any number of men met ina fynod 
or council ? Every attack upon the perfection of revelation, 
is an attack upon the perfections of Gop himfelf, and plainly 
faying, he is not fo capable to teach his creatures, as they 

are to teach one another. 


No fooner did men think of difating to others, than 
they propagated this opinion of the fcriptures, to which, 
in a great meafure, may be attributed al] the ignorance that — 
has prevailed among the generality of profefled chriftians. 
The people being once perfuaded that the fcriptures are darf, 
and above their capacities, are eafily led away from the ufe 
of them to other books, which they think are neceffary to 
make them plain, and unfold the myfteries which they fup- 
pote are otherwife incomprehenfible to them. 


go i ago 
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To mend this Sippel defect in the fcriptures, fome 
men have fummed up religion in fyftems, and by autho- 
rity impofed them upon whole ‘nations, as tefts of ortho- 
doxy to the adult, and rules of religious education for youth, 
who, by their fceehee ‘and tutors, are taught to lay up thefe 
f{ummaries in their minds, as the only neceffary truths to 
be known, which it is criminal to forget, or in the leaft to 
call in queftion. The ground-work ioe laid in their ac- 
‘quaintance with human directories, they are, confirmed. in 
‘their adherence to them, by being admitted to all the pri- 
vileges of the church they ey to, by fhewing a very fu- 
perficial knowledge of what they have been Buehtt in their 
‘childhood: From that time, they hold themfelves bound 
to believe and maintain all the doétrines adopted by the 
church or party they belong to. Hence, they reft fatisfied 
with what they have attained, and confequently are as wife 
at fixteen years old in religion, as at /ixty, which is far too 
frequently the cafe: And if they ufe the fcriptures, ‘it is 
with a flrong bias on their minds, in favour of what they 
have already received as undoubted truths; what is not 
agreeable to thefe, they pafs over fuperficially, or pervert 
Late obvious meaning of the texts, and force them into the © 
‘fervice of their caufe. Thus they, take the very reverfe 
method to finding the truth. For, whereas all doctrines - 
fhould be tried by the fcripture, before they are received as 
‘truth, they firft receive the doétrines, and then make the 
fenfe of fcripture agreeable to them. For the fenfe of {crip- . 
ture is neither more nor lefs, than what fuch men and books 
have faid it is. Such fearchers are not) likely to find the 
truth, nor yet embrace it when it evidently appears. What 
is plain and eafy to a free enquirer, is dark and obfcure to 
them. 
THERE are many, who under the. influence of this 
bad opinion of the feriptures, that they are above their ca- 
pacities, conclude themfelves in great humility (as they 


think) 
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think) unfit to judge for themfelves, and determine to be 
guided by certain men and books, which they approve of. 
Such perfons do not remember, that at the fame time 
they are fo felf-diffident, they are judging for themfelves 
in a manner that requires greater qualifications, than learn- 
ing religion from the word of Gop itfelf. For, is not 
the choice of fuch men and books an act of theirjudgment ? 
And who taught fuch ignorant perfons, as they reckon them- 
felves, to judge fo precifely, in fo many things, where 
“there was the greateft danger of being miftaken; and yet 
could not judge of doétrines laid down in the cleareft man- 
ner, by the unerring wifdom of Gop? 


THERE is one fpecial confideration which merits uni- 
verfal attention ; that as divine jealoufy will not remit without 
punifhment, the heinous crime of parents, whotrain up their 

~ children in religion by precept or example, without fhewing 
them the evidences from the word of Gop in fupport thereof 5 
fo the plea of inftru@tion and example made by children and 
pofterity, will be a very infufficient apology for,their having 
received principles of religion from, their fathers, without 
ufing (when capable) their own underftandings, in examining 
them by the word of Gop. ' 


To the obfcurity of the feriptures, there is commonly 
added another popular objection againft people judging for 
themfelves, viz. That by allowing every one to judge for 
himfelf, the greateft confufion would take place, herefies 
‘would abound, and there would be as many religions, as 
there are perfons to judge. It is neceflary therefore, that 
the learned in councils or afflemblies, fhould reduce the true 
religion to certain heads, and require the conformity of the 
common people thereto, to preferve them from error and 
divifion, and to keep peace and good order among them. 


SUCH precaution might be very commendable ina fe- 
nate of a common-wealth, to contrive laws for the fecurity 
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of its Bet and prevent dangers that might rent and divide 
jt: Butto argue the neceffity of fuch methods in religion, 


is making it a political tool, to keep up the fpirit of obe- 
dience among the people. If allowing men to judge for 
| themfelves, would naturally introduce difference in religion, 
and errors ; then it mutt be certain, that confent and agree- 
ment in religion, and keeping in the truth, flow from the 
conftraint of this liberty. Such a religion may do for pa- 
pifts, but it is a fhame for proteftants to own it as their’s. 
How would this maxim do in trade, phyfic, or philofophy ? 
‘They would be reckoned infatuate, that would be fond of 
buying goods in the dark, where they could not examine 
their qualities : To take that for gold, which they were not 
allowed to try: Too call that a cae face, which they were 
not allowed to come fo nigh as to know whether it was 
painted. This is the rele why falfe religions have fo 
many followers, as that of Mahomet, biceaulke: none of its 
votaries dare examine it; and this objection infinuates, that 
_ the gofpel fhould be embraced for no better reafon. 


Pw is is paying a poor ‘compliment to the chriftian re- 
ligion, if it has not arguments in itfelf to prove the truth, 
and energy to inflashoe -4he belief of it; but muft have. 
auxilliary aid from men, whofe diminutive conceptions of it 
are fuch, as would almoft perfuade us, themfelves do not 
believe it. It is the honour of chriftianity, that it needs no 
foreign aid to vindicate it. ‘The evidence is in itfelf, not in 
‘ what men can frame to eftablifh it. The laws and rules 
in itfelf, are fufficient to preferve its friends from fuch im- 
portant differences, as would overthrow the foundation of © 
their hope, and manage leffer differences which are not of 
fuch cenfequence, ay fuppofe any other way more fuffi- 
cient, is to imagine that Gop thall conftantly work 
a miracle in making fome men’ infallible to dire@ 
the reft; which in fa&t, is at the bottom of. all that 
afflumed power to form laws and rules, other than what’ 
are laid down in ey oh to Gireet: men in religion. 
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AND it is much to be fufpected, if their fear about dif. 
ferences in religion, be not rather a fear that men fhall fee 
the weaknefs of their pretenfions to fuch power, and be 


led to take their religion from the fcriptures alone, inde. - 


pendent of their decifions, which to them would be of fatal 
confequence indeed ; but is a genuine effect of people judg- 
ing freely for themfelves. All dire€tors in religion have 
experienced this,.:and no wonder they are afraid of what 
would deftroy their power of keeping the people folely un- 
| der their direction. 


But what if fome men ‘fhould abufe the privilege of 


judging for themfelves, muft means be ufed to prevent this, 


which are not of Gop’s appointing? He hath no where 
told us of this remedy, that fome men fhall have power to 
dictate to others. Nor can even this remedy anfwer the 
end; for tho’ the church of Rome pretend to be under an 
infallible guide, yet they cannot prevent differences in their 
communion: And what is more, differences abounded in 
the Apoftles’ times, who were really infallible in their dic- 
tates tothe churches. Gop does not want either the power 
or policy of men to preferve the unity of his church, fo 
far as he wills it fhould be preferved: Gop hath faid 
there muft be herefies, but men have {aid there muft be 
none. What can be fuppofed more dangerous, than for 
mete put it out of their own power ever to correé an er- 
ror, tho’ of the moft dangerous nature, by eftablithing it as 
arule, never to acknowledge a fault in the fyftem men have 
compofed for them, and bind themfelves by folemn oath, to 
defend every article, right or wrong, for ever? This is 
not only firft fuppofing the fyftem infallibly right; but for 
ever depriving themfelves of the means to know the leat 
error, in what they have once, with very little, or perhaps 
no examination, determined on. This is making Gops of 
men, aad believing they can neither deceive nor be deceived. 
Such perfons would do well to confider, before they rifk too 


much, the import of that commination, ‘* Thus faith. the 


Lorp 


\ 
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Lorn, curfed be the man that trufteth in man, and maketh 
flefh his arm, and whofe heart departeth fromthe Lorp.” ~ 


Autow me, Brethren, to clofe the confideration of this 
fubject at this time, bya fhort addrefs to thofe people, who 
excufe themfelves from the duty of fearching the fcriptures, 
and the ufe of means to enable them to judge for themfelves, 
by pretending that PRovIDENCE puts them in fuch fituations 
of life, that they have no time toufefuch means, being ob- 
liged to labour and care for the neceflaries of life. Thus 
the people excufe themfelves, and the teachers are willing 
to admit it as fufficient. ae 


Be aftonifhed, O heavens, at the audacious reproach 


caft upon. the wifdom and goodne{s of thy creator’s provi-_ 


dence! Who, O man, has been fo cruel as to condemn thee 
to this flavery! Not the meek and compaffionate Jesus, 
who bids us firft feek the kingdom of Gops and his righteouf- 
nefs,and hath promifed:that all other things fhall beadded,— 
forbidden.us to take anxious care for the things of this world, 
for we know’ not what a day may bring forth.—Not the 
Apofile, who: direéts us ‘to feek thofe things which are 
above, to fet our affections on things above, and 
not on’ things on earth. Ponder the divine queftions, 
** What is aman profited, if he fhall gain the whole world, 
and lofe his own foul? ‘What fhall a man give in ex- 





change for his foul’??? Pray, for what end was you | 


fent into the world ? What is your moft material con- 
cerns in it? Is it not to learn to know, and to do the will 
ef your creator ? Confider, whether all the time. Gop hath 
given you, hath been well ufed, before you charge Gop 
foolifhly. What became of the time of child-hood and 
youth, when Gop hath fo ordered it, that man is unfit 
for work and care, pointing it out as the time for inftruc- 
tion ? Why was you not taught the doétrines of the gofpel, 


and the grounds of the chiiftian religion then? Let parents, | 
teachers, and yourfelves fhare the guilt of this. neglect: - | 


Gon’s providence is clear.—What have you done on all the 
Sabbath; 
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Sabbaths you have had, in which, by the laws of oven and \ 


the Jand we'live in, we ceafe from labour? Here is one 
Jfeventh of your life free of the entangling excufe. Add to 
the former, all the days and hours fpent in feafing, gam- 


ing, drinking, {porting, pleafures of different kinds, and | 


5: 


perhaps a great dealin indolence and floth, it wil! be found | 


the higheft injuftice in men, to complain’for want of time, | 
who can {pare fo much to fupetfluous, trifling, and often | 


low) 


wicked purpofes, When that time, which is nowdevoured | 


in vain purfuits, anxious or inordinate cares, idle extrava- 
gancies, and vicious pleafures, is reftored to you, you will 
have enough to anfwer all ‘the calls of religious enquiry. 
You will profecute your callings with chriftian diligence, 


and find the fweeteft refrefhments, in fuch days and hours | 
“as you appropriate to the momentuous concerns of an évér- | 


lafting ftate. 








gp As to the following work, be affured, Erethren, 
that to affift you in the further exercife of that commendable 
duty of enquiry after trai, 1 have fpent fome'time in illuftra 
ting from revelation, fome points in religion,which the gene- 
-rality of-profefled chriftians feem either to neglect the right 
underftanding of, or by certain means have miftaken notions 
about: And as the right knowledge of Gon, is the true 
foundation of all the right underftanding we can have in 
religion, Ithought proper, firf?, to prefent to your confi- 
deration, what I find revealed concerning Gop. This I 
have done in the firf# and fecond parts: But as my fenti- 
ments on that fubject, do not coincide with the common 
eftablifhed doctrine in the fchemes of religion, adopted by 
‘profeffed chriftians, it was therefore neceflary to. examine 
thefe, that the-reafons may appear why! differ from them. 
This makes a third part. 


I HAVE not faid any thing more in any of the parts than 
-truth obliges me, according to the moft ferious view I can 
at prefent take of it; and I hope no confideration whatever 


{hall 
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fhall atejiidige me fo far as to make me deny or diffemble, 
| what the conviction of my own mind from the word of Gop 
requires me to confefs. I have made revelation alone the 
rule of my judgment, not any opinions or fchemes of men. 
Notwithftanding, I do not maintain, that I have every 
where either fully or infallibly given the fenfe of revelation 5 
the weaknefs and imperfections of the man will appear in all 
his endeavours, to fet things of this kind in a clear light, 
however honeft and impartial he may be. But I am fatisfied, 
~ you will not find any of thefe fubtle arts commonly employed, | 
either to colour a bad caufe, or perplex a good one. Intricate 
refinements, forced conftructions, and evafive diftindtions, | 
are carefully avoided. Plain reafoning, founded on. {crip- 
ture evidence, and adapted to plain and honeft minds, i isftu- j 
died through the whole. But if any of my readers are fo 
wedded to any particular fcheme, as to think it finful to 
offer any further light on the fubject, they may let this book . 
alone: For I can affure them, it is not adapted to any 
‘ {cheme, further than I judged — agree with Teyelation. 


Bur as to you, my Brethren, who dare ant clofely and 
panes I hope you will accept in good part what is well 
meant. If you receive any profit, return thanks to Gop, 
to whom alone all praife is due: But if you judge that [ 
have fallen fhort of the ¢ruth, or mixt it in any particular; in 
this cafe, you will mind the common rule of juftice, to doto. 


me, 2s reafon and revelation will tell you, I ought to do to © 
any of you, were you theauthor, and I the reader. I do 


not thus befpeak my readers, becaufe fo fcrupulous with re- 
gard to confequences as inanyare. IJ not only chufe to feek, 
but to fpeak the truth: And it breeds comfort upon every 
new reflection, that divine providence hath preferved me 
from thefe fervile reftraints, in which many are involved 
from particular connections, the view of preferment, and the 
fuppofed fweets of an ambitious life. When any truth be- 
gins t to opens I am not upon the referve, left I fhould puth 
“the 
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_ 
the difcovery too far, a caution ftri@ly attended to by fuch 
_ as are trained up in the trammels of a church, whofe reli- 
gion is all fettled in a fyftem, which the light of truth is 
ready to expofe as derived from error, or fuperftition ; and 
impofed upon many, to ferve the interefts of a few. Such’ 
are commonly. fired with rage againgt thofe who difcover 
truth, and perfecute under pretence of glorifying Gop. 
But whatever others may think on this fubject, I content 
_ myfelf with the difcharge of my duty to you, Brethren, 
bya free declaration of my fentiments, and indulge the fame ' 
liberty to every one elfe: But you muft not be furprized, 
if I leave the common traét of interpreters, even the ‘moft 
admired for orthodoxy ;—as I freely decline any regard to 
them as a Rule in believing for myfelf, or fhewing to others 
the truth taught in the word of Gop. 


ay , 
_ HENCE, you need not think it ftrange, that I have cited 
no human authorities for proof of any thing advanced : 
Thefe I have purpofely neglected ; fir/?, becaufe human au- 
thorities have been fo frequently enfnaring to readers, by de~ 
termining their judgment according as the men or books were, 
or wete not their favourites. With fuch readers, a favourite au- 
thor is of more weight than feveral plain texts, and therefore 
they are in danger of receiving error for the fakeof good com= 
pany: Alfo, becaufehuman authorities cannot prove any truth 
in religion.. Ifthey are added to fcripture texts, it infinuates 
that the fcripture is not fufficient without them. If they 
are ufed alone, it is either that they are expected to have 
more effect upon the reader than fcripture ; or becaufe there 
are not any texts that will prove the point, which is enough. 
to bring both it and the human.authorities under fufpicion. 
I. confefs there are feveral borrowed fentiments in the follow- 
ing work: But as I have to the beft of my knowledge, 
adopted nothing but what is agreeable to.fcripture, it is no 
matter of moment to the reader whofe they are, if he finds 


them to be truth. 5 
a ; ImustT 


Geo tag 


J must alfo notice, that tho’ one text is fafficient te, 
be any doétrine, if it is plainly exprefled or implied im 
: Yet I have often added feveral texts to prove one point, 
nacauis the fame text does. not always appear to be fo confpi- 
cuous a proof of the fame point todifferent perfons ; and partly 
to fhew how. copiouily the fcriptures prove fuch doctrines, 
when the evidence is colleéted into one point of view, and 
to leave them as much as poflible beyond doubt. 


I FREQUENTLY, read the text otherwife than it is 
in our Englith tranflation. The reader will obferve the 
different reading is. generally put in parenthelis, if not more 
- fully pointed. out. If he find upon examination, that, the, 
common: tranflation is nearer the original than, my altera- 
tions, he will, do well to keep by it; but if otherwife, I 
hope the freedom I have ufed this way willbe acceptable: 
to him; and with other things that may appear new at firft 
fight, be fairly examined, and'candidly interpreted. “ Prove 
all ‘things, hald faft that which is good.” 


-T wore the reader will take care not to lofe fight of the: 
leading fentiments. intended to be conveyed, through the- 
variety of incidental‘ideas, introduced either to-illuftrate the 
general’ fubject, or elucidate: particular texts: Nor on ac- 
count of the terms in which. fome things are exprefled. 

With regard'to: the laft of thefe, I have taken all the care. 
Ecould}, not to- ufe ambiguous or myftical’terms ;- and have 
explained fuch as might appear dark to fome: Yet in the 
third! part efpecially, where the fyftematic doétrine: of the 
Trinity comes to. be examined, I was under the difagree- 
able neceffity of ufing the fyftematic terms, which, perhaps, 
may .occafion the inattentive or prejudiced reader to-{uppofe, - 
that in fome inftances, I am not confiftent-with myfelf.. 
What appears: to be of-this kind, I hope:the reader.will in+ 
terpret;, if. poffible, agreeable. to, the. leading: fentiments of 
the-book. But. if; atiy. read,inconfiftency:is. founds let: it-be; 


‘ | ; fet: 
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be perfect :—The truth I contend for, is, Iam fully per- 


fet to my account,—the fault is mine,—I pretend not : 
fuaded, clear of all inconfiftency or felf-contradi€tion 


NorwiTHsTANnDING the difficulties that attend the 
inveftigation of a fubje@, where the fcriptures ‘have 
been generally mifapplied,—the learned much divided,— 
involved in intricacy and contradiction by eftablithed 
fyftems,—and fuppofed by the bulk of mankind to.be under 
thé veil of ineffable myftery: Yet, leaving human conjec- 
ture, we turn to the word of Gop, as the only guide, with 
humble confidence, being perfuaded that He hath not left 
that truth in impenetrable darknefs, which He hath made 
neceflary for us to know and underftand : More we do not 
expeét to find: And if we are fo happy as to point out to 
the candid reader, the clear and determined fenfe which the 
Spirit of Gop hath conveyed on this fubjeét, (which 
by his affiftance we hope to do) our labour will not be in 
_ vain. But let Gop have the praife, ‘“who bath chojfen the 
foclifh. things of this world, ta confound 1 the wife,—the weak 
things. of this world, to confound the mighty,—that no frefo fhould 
~ glory in bis prefences—as at is written, he that glorieth, let bim 
glory in the LorD,—who hath bid thefe things from the wife 
“and prudent, and revealed them unto babes: Even fo fe 19 Father, for 


joi pa good in thy Sight.” 
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<¥NTRODUCTION. But two ways of knowing . 
» fi God.—Our notions of Spirit all negative.— Revelation , the 
only rule.—Speculations of the fchools unnecefjary.—The general 
intention of the work. aN eet AMET 
Sabniecat ck nl gee Niall wd aclnae: Etineee 

- SECT. 1. p. y&Texts that prove there is but: one God. 
—One, Almightly and Ommnipotent,—Infinite,—Eternal and 
Unchangeable.—One Being to be warfbipped. =, 5 

SECT. mW. p..11. That there is a DIVINE PLURALITY. — 
—JEHOVAH and ELonr not properly tranflated.—ELouIM | 
a plural.—Falfe ideas of it as a plural removed.—The word 
Gone nstaiproper tranflation of it:—True import of ELoniM. 
—Other nouns that exprefs a plurality.—Texts which Jeem' to 
Limit.the divine plurality.ta Three.—Difficilties concerning a di- 
vine -plurality TEMOMER ey Carty OA oe wetting At ea 
SECT. Ul. p..27. The proper, Deity of the Lorp 
Jesus Curisr and the Hory Guost praved from exprefs 
Jeripture—Name Jenov an afcribed to—Lorp in the -maft 
Se eion is eae Gopi!—Rom. ‘ix. “5, confidered.— 
Lhe texts confidered where CHRIST is diftinguifbed from Gop 
by , the. copulative AND—Creation work afcribed to—Inditing 
Revelation—~-- Author of the. divine. law— Breakers thereof 
tempt Chrifi and the Sperit—Omniprefence .afcribed -to—Dwel- 
ling in the faints— Holinefi—Fountain of life—Abjolute power 
—Raifing the dead—All fpiritual and divine operations.—= 
Evidence in feripture language unavoidable, 

SECT Iv. p. 40. The Deity of Jnsus Cukist further 
proved from 26 arguments, formed by comparing one text with 
another, whereby it appears, that all the names, titles, perfec- 
tions, works, and worthip aferibed to the Supreme Being are 
attributed to him: And 16 arguments deduced in the fame man- 
wer, to prove the Deity of the Hoty Guost.—Ideas implied 
in the phrafe Sprrir-JEHOVAH. 

SECT. v. p. 58. 4 further illufration of the proper 
Deity of Fefus Chrift, from the feope of feveral paffages of ‘ferip- 
‘ture.—As be made all things, be mupft govern them.— Revelation 
‘a Inftory of the church, fle who appeared in the Old Tefta- 
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ment is called Gop, JeHovan, &e. That it was Chrifi, 
a general argument, for.—T wo objections anfwered.—The pbraje 
Angel of the Lord fhould bave been ANGEL-JEHOVAH.= 
‘Angel joined with ELOHIM, reajon for.——)esus CHRIST, 
the ANGEL-JEHOVAH,—ALMIGHTY Gop, and Kinc oF - 
IsrakEL, whom they worfhipped.--Image of God, after which man 
was made, re{peéts dominion. Jesus Curisr, the Angel, 
and God, mentioned by Jacob in bleffing Joleph’s fons—ihe . 
‘Angel in whom the name of God.——What meant. by the name 
of God.—Opinion of the. ancients. —CHRist gave the law at 
Sinai Appeared to Jofhua and Manoah, Judgment of 
“Jews and ancient chriftians. Difficulty of Curisy fpeak-, 
ing of and to him/felf, removed. ——W hat 1s Jatd of JEHOVAH 
in the Old Teflament, applied to CHRisT in. the New.—Holy 
one of Hrael, who—General rule to interpret fuch paffages. 
—Thename Jesus frequent in the Old Yeflament.—Paffages 
in the New Teftament, which prove that. Chri? exifted as the 
Gop and KiNG of the church in the Old.—— Names of Chrift 
that imply this-———V orfhipped under the Old Tefiament—Under 
the New.—Utility and advantages of this truth, to the right 
underfianding of the feriptures. Lixalts Chrift in his wifdom, » 
power, love, care, and condefcenfion. Sa ngs oe 

Pe aes fogs ke Parad he i. a. ALS VE: 
SECT. bp. 106. The term Ozconomy explained——A - 
beautiful paffage in Latah explained.—God’s per feétions, ana 
relation to men, only known in Chrift.—The revealed diftinétion | 
of Father, Son, and Spirit, doés not deftroy the unity of Deity, 
—Unity and plurality pointed. out im JEHOVAH ELoHiM.—~ 
‘ELOHIM of great importance among the Jews—Implies rela- 
tion.—-General view of the terms Father, Son, and Hol 
Ghoft.—Of the term Father,—often tncludes all that is called 
Gop. —Fe/us sChrift called Father.—The meaning learned by 
analogy.— General ideas of Paternity.—God a Father to faints— 
Lo fefus Chrift. Why called heavenly Father.— Diffe- 
rence betwixt Old and New  Teftament worfbip.—Spirit and 
truth, what. 

SECT. I. p. 129. Scripture ideas of fonthip.—Lineal 
defcendants—That which proceedeth from another Succe/- 
sors in government.——Adam and Angels called: fons of God, 
why.—Magifirates, why.——-Some called children of death 
Inferiors, and Juch as were taught and adopted, called fons. 
Wicked called jons of meny—the worid,---the Devil,~--dark- 
nefs and difobedience,---wrath and the curfe,--»Bclial qnd per- 
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dition. Saints fons of God, how.---Chofin, &¥c.~--of light, 
---wifdom,---promife,---refurrection, (c.——General ideas ¢ 
fonfbip applied to Chrift.---Begotten, born, a child, firft-born, 
how, fubmiffion,---abedience, honouring and manifefling his fa- - 
ther’s name.---BEN, tts meaning.---NIN, the meaning.---Chrift, 
Corner ftone, how. His fonfbip includes more than being be- 
gotten.---All ideas of fonfhip imply inferiority, Se. 
Sect. 11. p. 140. Chrifi called fon of man, why.—— 
Common reafons defective.----Others fo called, why.----Chrift 
called Son of Gop, importance of.----The meaning--- denotes 
excellency,---refpects his offices---Put for Meffiah.---Ten argu- 
ments to prove bis fonfbip ta be oeconomical. (1) From the va- 
rious ideas of fonfhip, as derivation, fubordination, dependence, 
fubmiffion, a diftiné? being, building bis father’s houfe, tranf- 
mitting his name to pofterity. The name of God reprefented by 
the life of Chrift. (2) As fon of man notes relation to man; 
his being called Son of God, points out his fublime relation to God. 
(3) From the meaning of Old Tehament paffages, where he is 
ealled Son, Pla. ii. 7. particularly confidered---Not applied to 
_ Chrif?’s refurrection in the New Teftament. (4) From texts in 
the New Teftament, that are exegetic of the term fon of God. 
(5) from the fame things being predicated of him under the 
name Jefus Chrift, as under thé title Son of God.---Head a 
. the church, all things made and upheld by him, fent, born of the 
wirgin, author of the gofpel, his faith juftifies finners, his blood 
made peace, object of faith, fellowfip with him, died, rofe from 
the dead, was exalted, fhall judge the werld.---The Apofiles ex- 
“prefsly affirm that Jefus Chrift is the Son of God---Not fi- 
gurative expreffions. (6) From the charaéter he takes to himfelf 
when inditing the epifiles to the feven Afian churches. (7) Frem 
bis being called the image of the invifible God,--~as he is man, - 
---as EMMANUEL,---i his dominion as God's ambaffador atk 
reprefentative. (8) From the neceffity of believing in him, as 
the Son of God.---All religion practical,---no myfleries in 
things neceffary,---oeconomical fonfhip clear. (9) There muff be 
that in has fonfhip directly fuitable to the Finful Sate of mankind. 
---Pure Deity has no relation to mankind.---Al we know of 
God in Chrifi.----God out of Chrift not feripture doétrine. 
(10) Sonpbip of Chrift the ground of our adoption;---neceffary fon 
pip makes our’s fo,---deltroys the foverergn love of God.---No 
 gaalogy betwixt yt fonfoip, and a neceffary fonfbip in Chrift. 
Objection from the difference betwixt Chrifi as a Son, and 
a fervant, anfwered. Called a fervant, how.---Abfolute Deity 
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bas norelation to creatures.--We fhould not too critically diftinguife 
the names and titles of Chrift. Objection from Chrift and Son 
being mentioned together, anfwered. Chrift and Son the fame 
object of worfbip.--- Whether Chritt is-a term of office.---Whee 
joined with Son of God, the meaning.---Relative charaéter of 
 Chrift, the fum of religion.---Keys of the kingdom of heaven, 
what.---No ambaffadors of Chrift now; nor fucceffors of the 
Apofiles. 

SECT. Iv. p. 292. Of the title Word as. applied te 
Chrift.---Schoolmen’s nctions void of ideas :---In what Jenfe ap- 
plied in feveral texts.---The meaning of the term LoGos,--- 
eeconomically ufed throughout the feriptures---By it the Ferss 
meant the Mefhah. 


SECT. v. p. 205. The term Holy Ghoft oeconomical. 
---Proofs for eternal proceffion confidered.---Proceffion from the 
Son rejetted.---Scripture meaning of the Holy Ghoft and Spirit 
ef God---Illufirated from the appellations given him.--- Holy 
Spirit, Spirit of God, of truth, adoption, freedom, wifdom, re- 
velation, life in Chrift, judgment :---From his Miffion: What . 
at does not include---The import of---how ceconomical. Works. - 
of the Spirit oeconomical. Works relating to Chrift before and 
after his coming---Bearing witnefs to him, how----Lhe man- 
ner and time---Glorifying of him, how,---In the greatuefs a 
the gift, confirming the truth of his refurrection, wiping off the 
ignominy of his life and death, proving all accufations falfe, 
‘ereéling a kingdom for him, and bringing fubjedts into it, cox- 
forming them to bis image, fhewing them the greatnefs of his 
merit, love, &%c. enabling them to fuffer for him, and perfeéting 
them for glory. The gofpel, the favour of death unto death, and. 
life unto life, bow. Other parts of the Spzrit’s work briefly men- 
tioned. Inferred that all his work is ceconomical---The great 
agent in the gofpel oeconomy. 
. ciated, akan) \ anaes Hil. ; 

INTROD. p. 232. Lnventions of men ufelefs in religion--Their 
epinions made the fiandard of the Jenfe of feripture.---Contrivers, 
of fyftems not confiflent,---every confequence not to be tmputed te 
them.---The part to be examined.---n extra&t from a popular 
fyftematic---The ideas therein relate to heathen mythology. 

SECT. I. p. 243. (1) Of the terms Firft, Second, ana 
Third---No foundation in feripture for.---The terms edifying. 
in an oeconomical fenfe.---The order of operation does not teach ~ 
the ‘order of fubjiftence---If fo, the Arians right.---Bad effects - 
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of fuch doéirine. (2) No fuch different internal diftinétions as 
the {cheme afferts.---Contrary to the famenefs of perfection.--- 
Communication implies mutability and derivation.---A derived 
Being a mere creature.---Mo/jt glaring abfurdity in the [cheme.--- 
No prior or pofferior, inferior or fupertor in Deity.---Prefump- 
tion to determine more of God than is revealed.---The nature of 
Ged not a fubject of definition. ; % 
SECT. Il. p. 253. Common notion of Chrift’s fonfhip con=- . 
hidered--- Six Acie againft.---( tem Goh pene 
includes the divine three.---Difficulty in the common [cheme.--- 
Arian doctrine in it. (2) Of one divine perfon, being from. 
another.---Every effect pofterior to its caufe.---Every effect hath. 
4. beginning.---Filiation is an effect.----Self-exiftence, what. 
(3) Eternal generation no part of religion, becaufe myfierious.--- 
ti truth, it requires exprefs revelation.---(4) Son of God, and 
efliah, of the fame import.---Chrift, nor his Apoftles, never 
mention eternal generation,---no- part of the counfel of God,--- 
not profitable to chriftians. (5) Texts which mention Chrift as @ 
Son, and cannot mean bis Deity.---(6) Every human fcheme 
which favours error more than truth fhould be rejeéted.---Common 
orthodox fcheme favours the Arians,---Terms inconfi/tent,---Be- 
Sets prejudices in weak minds,----more than twenty felf-contra- 
_Gi€tions in it. 
SECT. 111. p. 273. The general arguments in favour of the 
fyftematic doctrine of the Trinity, efpecially eternal generation, par- 
écularly  anfwered. 
Sect. iv. p. 295. Paffages from both the Old and New. 
Teftament alledged in favour of the human fcheme, and particu- 
arly eternal generation, fully confidered ; and the whole fhewed to . 
bem favour of the oeconomical charaéters of Father, Son, and . 


Holy Ghoft. 


Conciust0Nn.——p. 341. Containing feveral general. 
ebfervations. : 


ADDENDA.---p. 350. Shewing, that the name JEHOVAR 
has a relation to the church, in jeveral particulars. | 


a; 


*,* Not to fivell the contents too much, many ufeful particulars- 
are omitted in them, which the attentive reader will findin peru- © 
fing the book. In the two laft fections, many texts are explained, 
and ilfuftrated, which are only mentioned here in general, % 
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INTRODUCTION. 


MBS HERE are but two ways by which 
8 + NS we can attain to any knowledge of God. 

cos ‘In the great volume of creation, or the | 
wR KI Works (including the providence) of God, 
he hath manifefted himfelf in fuch a manner, as to 
leave every rational fpectator inexcufable who fhall 
doubt of his exiftence, or fet. up any creature be- 
fore, or befides the creator as the object of their 
reverence andefteem. This the Apoftle teaches the 
Romans, when he fays, “ The invifible things of Him — 
(God) are clearly feen, being underftood by the 
things that are made, even his eternal power and 
God-head (Deity); fo that they are (that they may 
be) without excufe.” 3 


- But, tho’ by reafoning from the works of crea- 
tion, we come to the knowledge of the exiftence of - 
a firft caufe; yet, by this way, we can never come 
to have any direct or fimple idea of God. The, 
greateft length we can go, is, to remove from our 
notions of the creator, all the imperfections we find. 
among creatures, and attribute to him, all their 
perfections or good qualities: And, that the Su-_ 
preme Being we thus conceive of, may be as /pirit- 
ual as may be, we particularly attribute to him the 
perfections of our minds; and after all, conclude 
that thefe are in him in the ad/ract, but not fo in 

| AD us. 


we 


(29 

us. This is only faying, the perfections in. the 
Supreme Being are of a different /pecies from our’s, 
and fo cannot admit of comparifonin any degree. 
‘By all our reafoning, we cannot pofitively determine | 
any thing concerning /pirit : The notions we have 
thereof are all negative. We may call'it an zm- 
material fubfiance, fomething that is not matter; 
which is the fame as to fay, we know nothing about 
it. How adequate the conceptions of mankind: 
might have been of God, from the contemplation 
vof created objects if they had remained innocent, I - 
‘fhall not pretend to know: But itis evident beyond 
_ difpute, that the works of creation are utterly infuf- 
ficient todire& mankind to that knowledge ot God, 
which is neceflary for them in their fallen or finful 
frate. ‘Therefore, God, of his unbounded goodnefs, 
“hath mercifully fupplied the great defect, by giving ~ 
mankind a verbal revelation of his character, every 
way fuited to the ftate and weak capacities of fin- 


4 


ful men. 


“Tuts revelation of God is contained in the Old 
and New Teftaments, which, taken together, is the 
rule, the only rule, tous inall things concerning faith 
and falvation. When we approach thefe /acred ora- 
cles for inftrudtion, we fhould be ftript_ of all preju- 
dice and prepofleffion to received opinions from men, 
and be ready to receive what the divine author doth 
teach, upon. his own authority only, which is faf- 
ficient teftimony to the truth of every thing con- 
_ tained therein. And with refpect to the manner of 
fome things which may be myfterious, we ought 
humbly to keep within the verge of divine revela- 
tion, and not venture to found the depths of divine 
mytteries, (that is, things wurevealed) by the fhort 
line of our finite underitandings, which is infinitely 
too fhort to meafure the height and cepth of the 
tae Bee ‘ od bes e a A Rey - : 4 ‘fecret 
oe ¥ 
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fecret things i: the Mott High. Here it, is, more be- 
coming the chriftian to adore and admire, than 
curioufly to fearch and enquire., It.:is no. ways 
neceflary in religion to know what. God. hath not 
been Pies to reveal. ee , Bodar! 

wa one “part ticular tapas the reality, a which 
God hath been pleafed to reveal, tho’ the manner of 
it .continues. a fecret, is, that he himfelf « AS; ONE, 
and. that he is THREE. The. truth of this isindif= 
putable, if we can cr edit his teftimony who, has re- 
vealed it tous: But at 3 we reject his authority’ i in, 
this inflance, v we may with equal propriety refufe 
it in every other part of revelation, and fo render 
it wholly ufelefs to us as a rule of. either, faith .or 
practice. If God hath told us that it is fo,, the .ob- 
ligation to believe it is binding upon us, tho’ the 
manner how it is, remains only proper .for.-his own 
infinite mind to inveftigate. f 

Bu there is avery wide difference, Perron 
what is revealed in {cripture, and the nice ipecula- 
tions of the fchools concerning the doétrine of the 
Trinity. ‘The fchoolmen, who abounded in wit and 
leifure, have been very fpeculative and. acute-in 
ftarting a great number of fubtilties concerning it, 
which” no chriftian is bound to trouble his head 
about ; much lefs is it neceflary for him to under- 
ftand thofe niceties, which we may reafonably pre- 
fume thofe who invented them, did themiclves 
never thoroughly underftand ; and, leaft of all, is 
it neceflary to believe them. The modefty of chril- 
tians is contented in divine things, to know what 
God hath faid concerning them, and has no curio- 
fity to be wife above what is written... What. God 
reveals is enough in thefe matters; but if any will 
venture to fay more, every other man furely is a¢ 
liberty to believe as he fees caute. 


ie oe, 


As our knowledge of God i in this world is more 
roperly converfant about what heis mot, than what 
heisin himfelf; the utmoft care fhould be taken in all 
éur conceptions of God, to remove every thing that 
is-iot-agreeable to what he hath made known of 
himfelf in his own word ; which is all we can know 
of him with certainty, | and of real ufe to us, on this 
fide the full — of himfelt 3 in n glory. 


t 





Ty HO’ svesed is thuch difficulty at sl to af- 
3 ceitain’ the full and true import of the feveral titles 


whereby the Great Creator of heaven and earth is _ 
defigned, in any language; yet, this we may ven-. 


ture to fay we are fure of, that they never were in- 
tended to give us a clear and full comprehenfion of 
the divine nature, or the precife manner in which the 
Supreme Being doth exift. This is what even the 
moft glorious and extenfive finite reafon can never 
poflibly comprehend to perfetion. It muft then fol- 


low as a neceflary confeqnence, that the words in. 


all languages by which it has been endeavoured to 
be explained, mutt be as defective as our canes 
henfions: are. 


. W ERE it poflible for us fully to comprehend all_ 


the proper ties which neceflarily diftinguith the Su- 


preme Being from all beings, and to have adequate. 


words to expreis our conceptions, it is likely diffen- 
tions on this head would be at an end. But as this, 
in the nature of things, is not to be expected; and 

_ as many, by attempting it in words of their own 
conceiving, have but darkened counfel with words 
without knowledge, the beft way is, to confine our- 


| felvés ‘tothe: holy {criptures, and fay no more of | 


God, than he hath been pleafed to teach us. But as 


— to tie manner of his exiitence, I do not find from re-. } 


cage _ he hath taught us any thing at all. 


When. | 


- 





SAS. 


‘When Mo/es afked him what was his name, he an- 
fwered by a word I am, or, 1 wit BE; which does 
not convey any notion of the manner how he exifted, 
(as has been often pretended) ; tho’ it implies ab- 
folute exiftence, as well as irrefiftable power to ac- 
complifh what he had promifed, or was pleafed to 
do. But this does not in the leaft degree favour 
the empty {peculations that have been framed con- 
cerning the nature and exiftence of God. His na- 
ture being infinite and incomprehenfible, the mode 
of his exiftence muft necefiarily be above the in- 
veftigation of every finite capacity. Here all analogy 
and comparifon are utterly ufelefs and trifling. 


T wo things in general are intended in the fol- 
lowing work. 
 Firft, To draw out to the confideration of the enqur- 
ing chriftian, a brief connected view of what the f{crip- 
tures fay concerning the Trinity, or the THREE that are 


Secondly, To Jhew how little regard is due from chrif~ 
tians, tothe fubtle diftinétions invented among men con- 
cerning that fubject. 


Tue firft of thefe, for the reader’s eafe, and 
greater diftinctnefs, I fhall divide into two parts, 
and each of the parts into fections, as the matter 
treated of fhall require. ; 


PAR? 








. ¥ : al . % 
¥.f s Mg Betton bes a % 
- : +A F « im oth 


RT a > 2h ed OF be 


£ ererreers Brera’ ee * seeseesetsseeneesaes . 


SSRe ei 


C i FS Se td. TR eas ery 





“ Tee te EM} s 


Bee oe N. this firft part, I fhall ae to tem: | 
i 1 na plain {cripture evidence for thefe three. pars, 
Mex & as ‘3 ticular points : 


Firft, Tuat there is but ONE Gop.. abe 


Secondly, Tua t therei is a PLURALITY | in AF 
and that it is limited to THREE. 


‘Thirdy, Tuatv gacu ofthe Turex hath si. 
ed to him in feripture the namzs and PERFECTIONS 
proper only to Gop. Or that the wants and. PER- 


_ FECTIONS. proper only to Deiry are COMMON 5 0 a 
THREE that ARE ONE. 


Sits qaqa 


“THE firt thing undertaken is, fo prove that there 
is but one Gon. 
Here. I might tire the reader’s patience, by a 


long train of arguments, commonly advanced to 
prove that there can be no more than one God : ‘But 


aS 


ce) 


as I have engaged | to keep to /cripture evideice, 
and this being a poifit never qucftioned by any de- 
nomination of chriftians, let it fuffice to name a few 
texts concerning the wnity of God, and the perfec- 
tions peculiar to him for proof of it. (a2) “1am 
the Lorp (JeHovan) and there is none'é ele, there 7s no 
~ Gop befides me. (b) Thou, even thou art Jenovan alone. 
(c). That .men: may know, that thou whofe name 
alone is JEHOVAH, art the mo/f high. over all the earth. 
(d) Know ye that the. Lorp he is Gon, it is He that 
‘made us. (¢) Who hall not fear thee, @,\Lorp, 
and glorify thy name, for thou only art holy. (f) And. 
there are diverfities of operations, but it is the /ame 
| God, who worketh allin all. (g) The fame God over 
all, is rich unto all that call upon him. () Hear, 
O Irae, the Lorp our Gopis one Lorp. (7) 
- Now a mediator i is not a mediator of one, but Gop 
aS one. (4) Weknow. that an idol is nothing in the 
world, and that there 1s none other God but one. To 
Us there is but one Gop, the father, of whom are all 
things. (/) For thou art great, and doft wonderous 
- works: Thou art God alone. (m) But the Lorp is 
the true Gop, he is the living’ God, and an ‘ever- 
lafting king. (n) For there is. one Gop, and one 
- mediator between ‘God and men, the man Chrift 
Fe efus. (0) Thou believeft’ that there is exe Gon ; 
thou doft well. 
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Wuere the perfections peculiar to Dep are men- 
tioned in fcripture, the wuity, thereof is either ex- 
prefsly taught, or neceflarily underftood; exclud- 
ing in the piaineit terms every idea of a ‘sae ality of 
Gods. é | 


REve- 


(a) ah. xlv, 5. (6) Neh, ix. 6..(c) PfasIxxxul. 18.,(d) ibid c. 
(e) Rev. xv. 4: ) x Cor, xu. 6. {) Rom, x. 12. ) 
Meht, vi. 4. (7) Gal. mm. 20. (£) r Cor, viit. 4. 6. (/) Pla. Ixxxvir 


ic, 


40. (m) qo. Xs tO, (7) Pri, iS, (gee i, 19. 


(8) 


REVELATION gives us aclear account of one ie 
whois aLmicntTy and oMNIPOTENT.—(p) “ Lam. 
the almighty God; walk before me, and be thou 
perfect. (7) I am God almighty; be thou fruitful 
and multiply. (7) And they reft not day and night, 
faying, holy, holy, holy, Lord God almghty, which 
was, andis, and is tocome. (s) And I heard as it ~ 
was the voice of a great multitude, faying, alleluia: 
for the Lord God omnipotent reigneth. (¢#) He doth 
according to his will in the army of heaven, and — 
among the inhabitants of the earth: And none - 
can ftay his hand, or fay unto him, what do/? thou? 
(z). Whatioever the Lord pleafed, that did he in hea- 
ven and in earth, in the feas, and in all deep places. 
(v) He maketh all things, ftretcheth forth the hea- 
vens alone, and {fpreadeth abroad the earth by him- 
felf. (w) Upholdeth all things by the word of zs 
power. (x) God who quickeneth the dead, and cal- 
leth thofe things that be not as tho’ they were.” 


INFINITE.—&Which includes incomprRE- - 
HENSIBLENESS, IMMENSITY, aNd OMNIPRESENCE. 
(y) “ Canft thou by fearching find out God? Canft 
thou find out the Almighty to perfection? High as 
heaven, what canft thou do? Deeper than hell, what 

-canftthou know? (z) How little a portion is heard 

of Inm? The thunder of his power who can un- 

derftand? * Behold God is great, and we know 
him not, neither can the number of his years be 
fearched out: Heaven, and the heaven of heavens — 

- cannot contain thee,—(a2) who hath meafured the 

waters in the hollow of his hand, and meted out 

heaven with a {pan, and comprehended the duft- 
of | 





(pe) Gen. xvii x. (¢) ibid. xxxv. rr. (r) Rev. iv. 8. (5) ibid. 
xix. 6. (2) Dan. iv. 35.(2) Pla. cxxxy. 6. (v) Ha. xliv..24, (aw) 
Heb.i. 3. {x} Rom. iv. 17. (9) Job xi. 7, 8. (z) ibid. xxvi. 44. 

aod xxsvii 26, * 2 Kings yu 27 (2) fa. xt. x2, 22 ae) é 


oo tee BE 

. of the earth in a meaftre, and weighed the moun- 
tains in fcales, and the hills in a balance.—~He fitteth 
upon ‘the: circle of the ‘earth, and the inhabitants 
thereof. are as: grafshoppers ; ;——that ftretcheth 
~ out the heavens as a curtain, and {fpreads them out 
_asia tent to dwell in.—(%) Great is the Lord, and of 
great power: His’underftanding is infinite,—ereat- 
ly to be praifed 3/and his greatne{$-is unfear chable. 
| ©) Am La God at hand, faith the Lord; and not 
aiGod afar off? Can Jany ‘hide himfelf in fecret 
_» places that [hall not fee him? Do not I fil peel 

4 mead earth ? faith: the Let, vite 


ett: Sty eee 





Geode ecb Wipanbrcosenree: END; or 
‘eid iste ') **From_everlaiting to éverlaitti e 
thou art God.—(e) Thou, © Lor d, hale endure’for 
-* ever,and thy years fhall have no) end. 6 Ff) One 
dayris with the Lord-as a. thoufand: years, and a 
thoufind els as one day.” eh 





Fs 
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— Siicgess astvecicecaiis an Tam the Lae 
andithatige, not-+(4): The father ‘of lights, with 
whom. as no variableneis, neither fhadow of turn- 
_ingsa—(2). Boke fame. beg to-day, and for 


evens? 2! s 





Turere are ‘many: texts witich point out the one 
divine Being tohe ALL-SUFFICIENT, ABSOLUTELY | 
GREAT, GOOD, and INDEPENDENT on any other 
being in his perfections and operations, He is the 
creator of heaven and earth, with all that they 
contain,—the preferver of all—by him all things 
confift—in him they live, move, and have their 
being—he opens his hand liberally, and gape 

B the 
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{b). Pfa. cxlviie 5, end cxlv. 3. (c) Jer. xxiii. 23, 24. (¢) 
Pia. xe, 2. (¢) :bid. cil, 12, 27. Ga a Per, in, 8 (g) Mal. ni. 
& (4) Jam. 7 * (2) Heo. xin. 8. 


“ 
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the defire of every thing that lives—his kingdom 
ruleth over all—he is the governor among the na- 
tions—the one law-giver, who is able to fave and to 
deftroy—there is none good but one, that is Gop. 


_ Now, as it is abundantly evident from thefe texts, 
(and reafon alfo teacheth us) that there is but ove fir/ 
caufe, and ultimate end of all things—one mfmite, 
eternal, unchangeable Being—one almighty and omni- 
potent, whom no being can eppofe or refift—one, who — 
created and uniformly governs all things to one cer- 
tain end—one, who poflefles all thefe perfections 
which the fcriptures attribute to Deity. I fay, fince 
there can be but ene Being, who is the author of all 
things, and the ultimate end of them, it muft fol- 
low, that there is but ove divine Being, whois to be 
worfhiped as the fupreme objet of all religious adora~— 
tion—one, who is the chief goed and center of happi- 
nefs—who is to be ferved and loved with all the 
heart, foul, and firength, and confequently but one 

‘God. Hence, everyone who credits revelation, (with 
thofe who do not, I have no bufineds at this time) 
may join with David in faying, (4) “ O Lord, there 
is none like thee, neither is there any God befide.thee, 
according to. all that we have heard with our ears. 


(4) p Chro. KVii,.20. 


SEGT. 


Bass © yee, Ses Il, 
PP NHE next thing promifed, was to fhew tliat 
i the {criptures teach us there is a pivine 
PLURALITY, and that itis limited to THREE. — 


_ Inrinitre wifdom and divine prudence, appeat 

confpicuoufly in the revelation of the {cripture cha- 

racter of Gop. A divine plurality is copioufly 

_ pointed out, and at the fame time the divine unity 
every where ftrictly taught and maintained. 


. Turis would have appeared with brighter. evi- 
dence, if the Tranflators of the Bible into Englifp 
had given us the werds Jenovan and Exon 
where they occurred, without any tranflation: Or 
_ told the Engli/fh reader, how he fhould know when 
the words Loap and Goo, which they have tran- 
flated them by, had Jexovan and Exonim for 
their originals. But as they have given us thefe 

words, net only from JeHovan and E.ouim, but 
from other eriginal words of another meaning, the 
reader not only lofes the peculiar beauties pomted 
_ forth in thofe words that Lorp and Gop are taken 
from; but is bewildered in feeking the fcope and 
meaning of many paflages where they are pro- 
mifeuoufly ufed: Whereas, if a diftin¢tion had been 
preferved in the tranflatioa, or the words exprefled 
from the original, and the fenfe of them once 
pointed out in the margin, contents, or otherwife, the 
Old Teftament would have appeared a more in- 
telligible hook tothe enquiring Englifh reader, or 
hearer, than it has often done. 


‘Qwe, among many inftances which might be 
7a given, 


Migk 34234) 


ah 


given, is that text settee fhould eid. Chee een om 


Tice, | Jenovan, our ELonim, sis one JeHovan.”” 
Which is rendered, “ Hear, = rata the Lorp, 
our Gop is one. Lorn.’ ae . + lied 


We 


Y : ; i «als | 
ae = ir Ry s 7 


Be. dks! indt™ gered my setae argument, | 


much difficulty the Englifh reader of this text will be , 
in, to know whether the word Lorp here be taken ~ 


. from Jenovan, Swhich “is: peculiar to Deity ty or 
-'fromy ‘Apowt, ‘which implies’ lorafhip, dominion, or 

government, and” is’ not peculiar to God alone; tho’. 

by retaming the word JeHovan, as in feveral “other 
texts, it would have been evident: “What efpecially 
concerns my, purpote, is the evidence of a divine 
| plerality ‘fo plain’ in’ the Rice of the text,\ had it 
not beeh obfcured,’ or rather quite loft, by ufing 





+. 


the dword Gop, “@hich as by no “means ® a proper 


‘trasiflation: of! the word: + era eect oP ity 


ity oa 





revert s F : ays od 
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heyy 8 ned T pete Ray to prove that Lowa ifs 
‘of a’ plural: fichilicadtiony “oThis 4 is acknowledged’ ‘by 


the: A igs ‘SS Bett knew the: meaning Of therown  * 


Jan gifasie;'and’ likewife by chriftians, who: know tHe 


‘Hebrews, and aie’ ‘under’ no* “temptation to’ “impofe lak 


“falfe meaning’ g upon’ it- Any ‘thing that has been 
“advanced “ to the” contrary 1s fo arising, as to be 
‘unworthy of “notice: - Even thé impartial ‘Enghifh 
“véader ‘will ‘readily fee; that the*very fenfe of. the 
‘phat’ neceliarily: ‘leads: him’ to feek | for'a’ pliral 


“titerpretation®: “For if the word Exorra in'the text. 


etorry Jingicle ofonification, then thé word God, 
*by which itis'tranflated, will evidently point out the 
“anity of the divine Being, and fo would introduce 
“aneinfipid repetition of the fame thing. The text 


would convey no other idea, ‘ ‘than’ that «thé one — 


divine 


yay CH) Doutierts ay 


(x83) 
divine: Being, is the’ ene divine Being. It muft ap- 
pear.to be a low conceit of the conf{ummate wifdom 
~ of God, to imagine that he would give us a reye- 
lation of fo. {mall confequence. _ For if the word 
ELouI™ is fingular, the text is no more than a reve-_ 
- lation that. ONE is ONE. But as itis demontiratively 
evident that Exoum is of a plural fignification, it 
muk follow, . that the word Gop cannot convey a 
fuitable idea of the fenfe of this expreffion ufed 
Aste Bi the divine {pirit. 


‘ 


; cr H < ene fenfe me this term, if pet i con- 
‘fidered, is of great importance in the prefent ar- 
_gument of proving a divine plurality, which it puts 
beyond, difpute. It isalfo'a key to open many 
_patlages of icripture, which, without the right 
-underftanding thereof, , sacha dark, and: rene to. 
be anlapp led: ait bg . 


ape oa as aeates are Ace falfe idetes which age 

may perhaps aflix, to the word Eroui™ as a plural, 

it will be therefore neceflary to remove thefe, that 

the true fenfe- may. appear with more evidence to 

, ebethe only. one, and. ot that, confequence it really 

fy, for the right underftanding the character of Gop 
ze given us in revelation. 


59%? 


ral name to denote the one divine Being, fuch-as 
the word Gop is; mor can this’ be a proper tran- 
{lation of 1 it, for ficls two reafons: Fir/?, As Exo- | 
utmeis plural, it muft of- neceflity convey the famé , 
idea to the Hebrews, that Gops do to Englifomen ; . 
which introduces a palpable contr adiction into re- 
velation, that the divine Being fhould. conftantly | 
teach therein, that there is: only one Gop ; and yet 
- wherever he fpeaks of himfelf, to call himfelf Gos. 
ak 


lei ir ss Eronim: ga plural, it cannot-be a gene-\. 
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It is a poor fhift to alledge, that the author of réve- 
dation took up with the word which he found in | 
ufe among men, to convey the idea which the 
word Gop doth to us. For, befides that it will 
be hard to fay what that idea was, or how they 
came’ by it, previous to revelation: The plural ter- 
mination would ftill fo perplex the idea of wnity he 
was inculcating, that had-all the fubtle Docfors and 
-tetaphyfical divines, which have been fince the 
Apofiles days, exifted at that time, their whole 
fund of definition could not tet formfhed a 
net ia 
‘Bor ‘feiondly ‘hnaioe peter why the divine 
Being would not adopt a plural word to denominate 
himfelf by; is the remarkable pronenefs of thefe 
ages to polytheifm. Would not boundlefs wifdom and 
goodnefs carefully aveid every w ord or phrafe 
that favoured their corrupt bias? A bias which 
was fo offenfive to him, and which coft his people 
fo déar, on account of their obftinacy in that véry 
‘point : Or would he not only ufe the plural word, 
which carried fuch a fare in it, but have ee 
rafléd the idea of unity ftill more, by conftruéting 
it with plurals, both verbs and nouns? May we not 
venture to determine it is umpofiible ? ; 


2, Now, as Tin oii cannot be a name chat 
‘ftands for the unity of the divine Being; neither 
can it be a word fubftituted to exprefs the different 
characters of Father, Son, and Holy Ghoff, in which 
the divine Being has manifefted himfelf in revela- 
tion. Thefe are fo diftinguifhed by the different 
lights in which omnipotence is difplayed by each of 
them, that ove common name is not fuficient to 
convey an adequate idea of thefe diftinétions.— 
They are defignegd to be kept always intelligibly 

diftinct 


Certs 9) | 
diftinct in the conceptions of mankind ; whereas a 


commen name can convey no feparate views of their 
peculiar characters and. operations. 


3. NerTHerR can the name Etoxim import 
all, or any of the perfections or attributes common 
to each of the three who are one; for that would 
infer all that might be faid of the impropriety of 
the word Gops. And fure nobody would chufe 
to fay infinite Wispoms, or infinite Goopnesses, 
any more than they would fay Gops. Whether 
we exprefs attributes feparately or complexly, it 
_ ftill runs us up (when we confider it with attention) 

to the fame idea of a plurality of beings, pofleffed of 
thefe perfections : And ftrongly infinuates, that there 
are more than one to be worfhiped and adored, 


Aw p fince none of thefe can be the fignification 
of the word Erourm, there is only one we can 
poflibly reft in, which is, that in its fignification it \ 
refers to a TRANSACTION common to all the three | 
who are one; and muft be acommon defignatior | 


I fay, a tranfaction (for it cannot allude to attri- 
bute or perfection) common to all the three, and 
which they themfelves acted in with regard to | 
one another. I fay with regard to one another ; | 
becaufe all their actions towards men, are applica- | 
ble to one or other of the different relations they 
manifeft themfelves in to us. 


of all the THREE, as ftated in that TRANSACTION. 


AND this TransacTion, fo plainly intimated n_ 
divine revelation, is the bafis of the whole future. 
manifeftation of the divine glory difcovered to, and 
applied for the benefit of man, And as the word 
ELouim intimates the obligation of that tran/action 
among the divine three, foitalways fuggeits the a 
Hite yacter 
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racter of Gon. in-revelation to us in. that view, as 
_ the moft comfortable, and at the fame time; aw- 

. ful light in which he can ftate himfelf. to mankind ; 
and may with fome propriety be exprefled by the 
Englifh word, the. swesrers, + which, on the 
‘whole, makes an undeniable argument fora dune. — 
plurality 2k Soy. Gain 3 be Oh Sa as 
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. Tue ftrength of this argument.in favour of a 
divine plurality, will appear fill more. confpicuous, 

from the different forms ofconftruétion in which 

the word Exouim is found. in revelation... The — 
manner of {peaking the feveral penmen have ufed, . 
lead naturally into the notion ofa divine. plurahty. | 
This is moft remarkable’ in “Mofés, a great»part of 
whofe writings are evidently defigned to guard - 
againtt polytheifin, ora plurality of Gods, which the” | 
‘poieeitaestn sow hao gigdatwsade Santee epee: 2 


Suny 
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_ + The genius. of the Hebrew language.-is fuch, that fignificant 
‘words are always framed from roots which have fome ceriain and © 
fixed idea, and thereby convey a determinate meaning. The root | 
Elah, means an oath or adjuratian,} an execration made to aftee \ 
the breaker of a covenant. And as.the finguiar admits of this 
‘meaning, ove that hath taken upon him an oath, the plural, E/o- | 
Aim; rautt denote more than one under that obligation, or emering | 
into covenant or agreement together“ | neji wet oe joys, 
~ "This idea may feem ftrange at firft View, but it will Bec ome more 
familiar, if we confider that on many ocealions io iaccaerié 
Jenova is faid to fvear,—to /wvear by bimfelf for conformation. 
of future events, to create abfolute certainty, and reliance on his 
promife, And fince Jenovan reprefents himfelf in this light, as 
- binding himfelf by aazh to the performance of his promifesS it 
need not feem ftrange, that he calls bimfelf the God bound by oath, 
_ engaged by mutual obligauon'ta fulfilhis promifes. © ~~ 
_This plainly accounts for the feripture phrafeclogy of joining 
eldtives to the term Elshim.—Why Jenovaw defcribes himielf 
‘as the Elohin of Abraham, Lfaac, Jacob, &¢. and why his people 
veal) him my, thy, oer. their Evowimt, Andif Jenova is pleaf- 
ed to reprefent himifelf under. zhe obligation of a covenant, Sfor the’ 
benefit of mankind; furely the addrefiag bim under the term 
Elohim, dewoting the novion of Federateres, mutt conimand their 
ferious attention,—raile their moft thankful fentiments of his merey 
and goodne{s,—frengihen their confidence an his favours—and ‘at 
the fame time, warn then of the great danger of tranfgrriing his 
_ divine laws. ; ia 


te 


se » 
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Jews were far too fond of: Yet ‘his file in’ thani- 
fold inftances plainly conveys the idea’ of a divine 
plurality. The firit appellation he gives. to God, 
is plural, (2) “ Exon Bara,” (Gods created) 
and in the thort hiltory of the creation, repeats 
it about thirty times, befides feveral hundred times 
more in his other writings. © = © ee 
Iv need not be imagined, ‘that it was for want 
of a fingular name, that he was obliged to ufe this 
plural ; he might have taken Jenovan, which has 
no plural, or ULoan, the fingular of Erouim, the 
laft of which he ufes in fome inftances.: But as he 
generally makes ufe of the plural Erouim, it cer- 
tainly was to convey fome idea of a divine plu- 
rality.t er | 


Awp_ tho’ Erourm is in feveral texts joined 
with a fingular verb, no doubt to guard againtt 
‘the notion of a plurality of Gops: Yet, it is many 
times in conftruction with verbs, adjefives, and 
participles, plural. (b) “ And it came to pafs, when 
the Gops (according to the ordinary tranflation 
of Erouim) catifed me to wander from my father’s 
houfe.—(c) And he (Facob) built there an altar, and 
called the place E/-Bethe/, becaufe there the Gops 

Gags ee Sere | (ELoum™) 


{a) Gen. i. 3. (0) Gen. xx. 13. (c) ibid. xxxv. 7, ' 

+ Since Erourm has a fingular, whichis fometimes ufed.in 
fcripture, it would be ftrange in the facred writers, commonly to 
ufe the plural out of choice; and not of neceflity, if there was 
not fome particular inftruction rntended to be conveyed Fy it as a 

- plurals and that a word more fit to miflead than inform, fhould 
be ufed by God in his written mftrucions to men.—ELoum is 
owned to be a-plural by the, Jews, who.fince their captivity in 
Babylon, have the idea of plurality in the greateft contempt ; and 
in their tranflatidns make a very ridicajous dittin&tion, by render- 
ing the fame [pecific word inthe fingular, when they think it re- 
Jates to the true God, and plural, when it relates to the idols 
which were the objects of the Pagax worhhip. 


S 


if, 
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(ELonim) appeared tohim. (d) What nation is 
there fo great, that have Gods (ELonim) whovaré. 
fo near unto them? (¢) What one. nation in the 
éarth is like thy people, even like J/rae/, whom the 
Gods (ELoHIM) fent to redeem for a people to him- 
felf ? (f) For who is there of all flefh, that have 
heard thevoice of the ving Gods (ELonim) {peaking - 
out of the midit of the fire, andlived? (g) Ye have ~~ 
perverted the words of the /ivimg Gods (E,owiM.) 
(4) But the. Lord is the true Gop ; he is the Avg 
Gods (Ftonim.) (2) And Jo/bua faid unto the peo- 
ple, ye cannot ferve the Lorn; for heis an holy 
God, (that is, the holy Gops (Exonim), is he.) (4) 
Verily there is a God that judgeth in the earth, 
(Gods, ELouim, that judge.) To thefe might be 
added, that expreffion fo frequent in {cripture,, 
** The Lorp thy Gops,” (JEnovan ELowexka.) 


_TuHeEre are feveral other nouns befides ELonim, 
that are to be underftood of the being of Gop, 
which, being exprefled in the plural, mut imply 
a divine pluralty,—(l) *. 1 neither learned wifdom, 
nor have I the knowledge of the holy, (holy ones.) 
(m) Whereis God my maker, (makers,) (n) If I 

. beamaaiter, (if | am ma/ffers,) (ce) Remember now 
thy creator, (creators.) (p) Let I/rael rejoice in 
him that made him, (in his makers.) (q) For thy. 
maker is thy hufband, the Lord of Hofts is his 
name.’ Here both maker and hu/band are plural, 


Tue. plural expreffions ufed in revelation by. 
God, when {pezking of himfelf, do further prove 
tii a divine 


"(d) Debt. iv}, fe) 2 Sam. vii. 23. (f) Deut. v. 26, (¢) Jer. 
Rxil. 26, (4) ibid. R210, (4) Jos. xxiv. 19. (4) Pia. Iwiti a3, 
(2) Pro, xxx. 3, (mz) Job xxxv. ro. (#) Mal, i. 6. (0) Eccl. 

il Ye (~) Pla, cxlix, a (gy) Havtiv. 5, mgt sar ye 


Gir | oa, 
a devine plurality (79 Ria aod (Exonim) faid, let 


us make man in ovr image, after our Rend. 
(5) And the Lorn, Gop faid,; (Jenovan Eztonim 
faid) behold the man is,become like one oF ust 
(ft) And the Lord God faid, let us go down and 
‘there confound their Janguage. («) I ‘heard the 
-voice of the Lord, faying, whom 1 nall I fend, and 
who will go for vs? (2). Produce your caufe, faith 
the Lord? Jet them. bring forth, and thew vs what 
‘fhall hap} yen,—let them thew he ioer hinges 
‘tha £ we e Reay confi der them, a a 


fi ¥ it is poflible for langnage ig convey the idea 
of plurality, thefe ‘texts, in, the above p pages cer- 
~ tainly do it. And as they are all Apoken of the 
divine Being, beyond contradiction, they prove a 
divine plurality. Such'as deny it, will find it im- 
poffible upon any other plan, to reconcile the texts 
with common fenfe, or fhew what other idea can 
be formed ‘from the ‘plan al expreffions ‘ufed in them. 


Invetep, againft the eviderice geet plu- 
rality, from thé laft cited texts, it ‘has been object 
ed, by _ fuch as are no friends to the doctrine, 

‘that it is only a figurative way of fpeaking, taken 
from the cuftom of kings im Eaftern countries, 
who ufed to .exprefs themfelves in the plural, to 
Thew_ their dignity. ers Puls 


ey Gene i. 26. (4) ‘Bias’ iii. 22. (4) ibid. Rie 6, 7. (a) Ife 
omc: “(v)ibidexdi. 12, 3. 


4 The expreffion’in this text is fo diftina and unatibiguows, as to 
force of figure or example can twit it to the Feawi/h conftrodtion. 
One of us, veceflarily implies more than one, The'énemies to. 
‘divine plurality are terribly put about for a meaning to this texte 
They fay JeHovan is fpeaking to the angels, bringing them upon 
a level with himfelf, Although this did not imply an abfurditys 
which it does, there'is no reafon to imagine he does fo here, fince 
he no where elfe in fcripture does fo, and the plural word Evo- 
nim “immediately preceding, determines who the ws were, and 
forbids the application of that pronoun to any other beings- 
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.; Tuts objection is without foundation. . For, 
¢an any one fuppofe that Gop would borrow. his 
manner of {peaking froma sing, before any man 
was upon earth ! But xf. this, however abfurd, we 
fhould grant to be poffible, ‘yet. the objection is not 
to the purpofe.” For tho’ a king may fay vs and 
‘we, common fenfe tells us, that there is not the leaft 
propriety in faying one or us, when he fpeaks of 
himfelf; the phrafe is deftitute of meaning, if there 
is not more than ove fuppofed. Therefore, this man-.- 
ner of expreffion,. (w) “* The Lorp Gon faid, be- 
/hold the man is become as ONE OF us,” mutt ci- 
| ther be void of fenfe, or it muft imply a divine 
| plurality; the firft, no chriftian will alledge, if the 
| titted be true; then all the other texts, as they are 
in a ftile fimilar to this, muft be admitted as fair 


xs 


| proofs of the fame doétrine. ~ mat 


~ I might have illuftrated this point, from a num- 
‘ber of teftimonies in revelation; but as the texts 
brought together in the next fection, equally prove. 
this point, with that which they. are brought in 
‘vindication of, T fhall only add here, a very few 
‘texts, to prove that this divine plurality (for ought 
‘we can learn to the contrary) in {cripture, is 
limited to THREE. ones ate ee. 
. () “Horny, boly, holy, is the Lorp of hofts.? 
‘(y) John applies this text to Fefus ‘Chrift, and (2) 
Paul applies. it to the Holy Gho/; from. which, 
if the paflages are carefully confidered and com. 
pared, it will appear, that the divine. plurality is in~ 
_.tended by the repetition. of the-word Holy in the 
‘text, as well as by the fame repetition of it in the 
-(a) revelation to St John 3 and its being repeated juk 

3 i es 


(w) "Gene iti'23. ° (4) Ua. vi. je ( he ot es joes 
XVI PB real (a) Rey, 1¥, z 4 2) a! 4 i (2), Ads. 
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_fo often, and no more, in. both places, feems to teach 
us, that the plurality implied in it is limited to three. 
(>) Iwill pray the Farner, and he fhall give you 
ANOTHER COMFORTER, that He may. abide with you 
for ever: Even the spirit or TRUTH. (c) How 
much more fhall the blood of Curisr, who 
through. the Erernar: Spirit, offered himfelf 
without {pot to Gop, purge your confciences from 
dead works, to ferve the living God? (d) The 
Lorn direét your hearts unto the love of Gop, 
and the patient waiting for Curist.” The Sprrit 
is called the Lard here, as well as by (ce) Ezekiel: 
(/) “ Go and teach all nations, babtifing them in 
the name of the Farner, the Son, and the Hoty 
~Guost. (g) There are rurex that bear record in 
heaven, the Father, the Word, and the Holy Ghof?. 
(h) The grace of cur Lord Fe efus Chrift, and the 
love of God, and the communion of the rte Ghoft, 

be with yon all. Amen.?? 


Tuts’ “point. allp. is not only manifeft ea 
the above texts, but from thofe cited in the be- 
ginning of the next fection. I {hall not therefore en- 
large upon it here: But before I proceed, 1 hope 
‘the. reader will allow mea little to reafon the cafe, 
upon their own principles, with fuch as reject the 
doétrine I have been endeavouring to prove, be- 
_caufe they cannot comprehend and deleribe the 
manner and realon of it. 


Tue greateft difficulty concerning the Trinity ¥\ 
is, that we cannot account upon philofophic prin-/ 
ciples, how one fimple infinite nature can act in 
three perional identities, with Se glory. But 

the 


(6) John xiv. at ays (c) Heb. ix. 14. (d) 2 Theffo. til. s. 
fe) Ezek. vii. tr, 3. (f) Matt. xxviti. rg. (g) 1 foia v. 7, (4) 2 
Cor, Xilie 34, 


any 
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{the ground of this difficulty lies, in reafoning from 
what we know of a nature that is finite and limit- 


j-ed, to one that 1s infinite and incomprehehfible, 
f ‘and beyond. the reach of definition. The nature 
Be: : 


of men is ‘the fame, yet perfonal identity is vari- 
ous, according to the number of individuals ; and. 
4£ human nature was infinitely fimple, we do not 
know but one nature, and one power, might act 
4m-all the individuals. It is not inconfiftent with 
‘any rule of reafon, that a nature ‘which is infinite 
and fimple, may act in a plurality of diftiné iden- 
tities withont divifion. If it is infinitely fimple, 
¥t cannot be divided, and if it is infinitely power- 
fol, holy, juft, and good, it is no abfurdity to fay, 
it may actin diftin@-perfons, and be one according 
to the fimplicity of nature. The word nature, when 
‘applied to God, mutt (according to the rules 
which revelation affords us to judge of that bleffed ~ 
Being) be underftood in the moit fimple and ab- 

folute fenfe, removing from our thoughts, all. the — 
“grofs ideas which ‘our acquaintance with corpo- 

“real things fuggeft to our’minds. If we can ‘by 

‘reafon conceive, that there is an immaterial and 

infinite nature, it is no way unreafonable to fup- 

pofe that nature capable to act quite beyond all 

the rules which we have learned from our obier- > 
vations of /imsted natures. cil 


HoweEver, it muft*be wnreafonable to reject 


_ the divine teftimony, which affirms that God is one, 


and exprefleth himfelf by a plurality, and in each 
claims the fame honour, worfhip, and reverence,. 
and affumes the fame names and attributes; be- 
caufe we cannot account for the manner of fuch an 
‘union and diftinétion. We may conceive of the 
moft difficult thing concerning the Trinity, asa 
matter of revelation, if it is aflirmed therein, as well 


‘ 1m soe 
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asany other doétrine, 7. ¢. we may conceive that 
God. has informed. us. that. it is true.. But if by 
conceiving thereof be meant, that we fhall know 
the manner and reafons how it is true, that is 
quite another thing, and. natively tends. to pro- 
fanity ; the fame as to fay, we will not credit the 
Almighty, *till we be as wife as himfelf ; and that 
it is néceflary for us to be Gods, before we be- 
lieve that there is one. We can juft.as little con- 
ceive of the manner how God exifts at all, as) 
we can conceive how he exifts in a plurality, and. | 
if we will not believe his exiftence, ’till we know 
the manner of it, we muft be Athei/?s for ever. 


TFuere are fome who deny the doctrine of 
the Trinity, becaufe they cannot underftand it, ~ 
who yet pretend to know feveral things as difh- 
cult to underftand; as for inftance, that acreature ' 
made the world, and himfelf alfo. If Fefus Chrift 
made all things, which they dare not deny, fince , 
the Apoitles have told us fo often in fo plain terms, | — 
and he himfelf be a creature as they aflirm, then } 
he is the maker of himfelf, which is as incon-/ 
ceivable as.any point popes | the Trinity. 


a Hat. the divine Bier. are one, is demonftrable 
from fcripture, im as much as the divine attri- 
butes and perfections are afcribed to the three, who, 
if poflefled of divine perfections, muft be pofleffed 
of the divine nature;, for there is no feparating 
the divine nature and perfections; and as the di- 


_ vine nature is but om, confequently they muft be 
one‘God. 


| 1 do not pretend to prove from reafon, that God 
is three and one, this would be foolifh ; for no man 

| can PE ove a priori, that fach a thing muft be in God. 
It 


z arsenate ance nerve 


ee 
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It muft be proved from revelation, and if it is 
found there,. every man that owns revelation is 
idivine, is obliged to acquiefce in what God fays 
lof himfelf, unlefs he is fo prefumptive as to pre- 
tend to know the infinite Being better than he 
/ does himielf. eee me 
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. Nor dol pretend to tell 4ow, and in what re- 
fpects God is three and one. The beft anfwer I 
fuppofe that could be given to this queftion is, that 
God has not revealed it, and therefore no man 
can tell. Words have been ufed, and we are ob- 
liged to ufe them ftill, to exprefs this matter, not 
fo much for their propriety to the fubject, as for 
want of better, and for the fake of difcourfe; as 
that there are three, commonly called perfons, in 
- one effence or nature. But, we have no notion of 
Perfon or Effence as to God, and. fo no notion of 
either Zrinity or Unity in -this fenfe. Notwith- 
ftanding, we muft not refufe, on this or any other 
account, our aflent to what God aflures us is true, 
~as,to the reality of the thing itfelf, tho’ not in the 
words which men have devifed to exprefs it in. 
Should. we do, this, we might with equal pro- 
priety deny that God made the world, for we 
cannot tell 4ow he created all things of nothing : 
Nor can we tell fow God is immenfe without ex- 
tenfion, or eternal without fucceflion, or growing 
older... How fpivits work on bodies,—nor sow our 
fouls are united to our bodies? Yet to deny all 
thefe, and many other things which we know 
are real, tho’ we cannot comprehend or defcribe 
the manner or reafon of them, were to commence 
fceptics, or rather mad men. God may oblige us 
to believe the exiltence of this or that thing, and 
give us no account /ow, or in what manner it does 
exit. If God tell us that Fefus Chri? is God and 
| man, 
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man, in a true and proper fenfe, we are to believe. 
the reality of it.as a truth, tho’ he tells us not the 
manner, or wherein the unity confifts. We are 
not told that he is God and man, in the | 
fame refpect, but that he is God and man, tho’ 


in different refpects, which is no contradiction, 


and therefore rea/on it/elf muf? be fatisfed. 


THERE are fome who pretend to found their 
{cheme of religion upon reafon, and maintain that 
nothing is to be admitted but what they can affign 
areafon for: Or rather what agrees with the ideas 


. they have formed for themfelves. The Aumble_ 


chriftian agrees with them as far as right reafon 
goes ; but believes that there are things of which 
he neither has, nor can have adequate ideas : 
That fome things may be true, tho’ he does not 
juftly know sow or why they are fo ; and for the. 
truth of fuch things as do not depend upon rea- 
fon, or fall within his knowledge and inveftiga- 
tion, he muft depend upon fuch evidence, as is 
fufficient to induce the belief of any matter of 
SEE AG 


“Waewn we confider how little we know of 


_ matter, which we fee, feel, and tafte, and on which 


fo many experiments have been tried by the wit 
of the greateft geniufes, which have been certainly 
believed for fome time, but denied and fucceeded 
by others : How little we know of the mechani/m 
of ourfelves, or the fyftem we arein: And how 
much lefs of the nature of our own fouls, or of 
any other fpirit, except the little we feel tranfacting 
in us. When we farther reflect, how infinitely 
above our comprehenfion the De7ty muft be ; can 
we view without aftonifhment, the welatcs age a 

. thoie 
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thofe men, who, by. their knowledge, would de- 
fine the nature and nianner of exiftence of the in- 
cottipreherifible Deity,—peremptorily decide what 
God is, or what he is not, and make their defi- 
nitions the teft and ftandard: to others: of divine 
things: ay ows | 


Hence, the doétrine of the Trinity is rejected © 
by many, becaufe of the difficulty of comprehend- 
ing the ow and wherefore in it, as commonly 
exprefled in: the fyftems, which carry fome more 
than the appearance of contradiction in the terms, 
arid make no fmall difficulty to conceive what is. 
‘méant to be. believed. But this apparent or real 
contradiction, is not owing to the revelation of that. 
doétrine, from which the knowledge of it. fhould 
be taken; but to the folly and vanity of church 
Dottors, who, puffed with teo great an opinion of 
_théir own parts, would pretend to define what re- 
vélation does not; and coin terms not ufed in 
fcripturé, to éxprefs their imperfect conceptions. 
To théfe terms, and the application of them, the 

- diffictilty of believing the doétrine is chiefly owing. 
But on this, I fhall fay no more in this place, as- 
T thall have occafion more particularly to handle it 


afterwards. - 
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BRAVING ‘fhewed from fcripture .evidence, 
“HB that there is but one Gop—That,there isa 
“DIMINE PLURALITY ;—and fo far ,as we can under- 
‘ftand the {cope and meaning of many. paflages in 
revelation, the plurality fo plainly taught, is imited 
AO THREE. Jl now come to the next thing -pro- 
spofed for this yr/? part, which was.to fhew, -that 
‘to,¢ach of the divine three, is afcribed in revelation 
the naMES and PERFECTIONS proper ou/y To Gop. 
Or, that the NAMES, PERFECTIONS, WORKS, AND 
WoRSHIP, proper only to Deity, are. common .to >the 
-THREE ‘Who. are ONE. 


Burt as no profefied chriftian calls in.queftion 
_the -proper Deity of ,the. Father, ,it would ,anfwer 
-no yaluable end, to {pend time in, ufing-arduments 

to provedt. The proper Deity of the . Lord .Fefus 
Chrif?, and of -the Holy Gho/?, I fhall endeavour to 
-Ptove : : 


-Firf?, By.a collection of {cripture texts, in.which 

the names, attributes, perfections, and.works, that 

are proper only to /upreme Deity, are afcribed to the 
Lord Fefus Chrift, and to the Holy, Ghof. 


Secondly, By comparing one.text..with. another, 
and deducing the necefiary concivfions for the de 
monitration. of that truth. 


“{hirdly, \ thall prove the proper Deity of the Lord 
Fefus Chrif?, by {ome more general arguments, taken 
from the feope of fome. parts of {cripture which 
-have a relation to that fubject. 


For 
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For the firf of thefe, I hope the reader will 
impartially confider the following texts. 


Tue Supreme Being i is diftinguifhed in revela- 
tion from all creatures, by the name JEHovan. 
(a) “* Thou, whofe zame alone is Jenovan, art the - 
moft high over all the earth. (0) Thou, even thoi, 
art Lorp (eHovan) alone.” 


Tue Lord Fe cfus Chrif? is called me (c) 
« This is the name whereby He fhall be called, the - 
Lorp our righteoufnefs.” Rather as in the mar- 
gin, Jenovan TsIDKENU. 


Tue Holy Ghoft is called wees. (2) bed Bits 
Lorp (JeHovan) took me, and the spirit lift me 
up. (¢) The spirit of the Lorp (the spirit 
Jenovan) came upon Samp/fen,—the Lorp (JEno- 
vau) departed from him. (f) The spirit of the | 
Lorp (the sprrir JeHovaH) is upon me, for the | 
Lorp (Jenovan) hath anointed me, &c.” | 


THE name Lorp in an abfolute fenfe in the 
New Teftament, is proper only to Deity. (g) 
“The fame Lorp over all, is rich unto all that 
call upon him.” . 


Turs is given to a efus Chrift. “(b) itor. unto 
you is born this day, in the city of David, a Savi- 
our, who is Chri? the Lorp.”” 


(2). “Now the Larp is that {pirit-—We are 
a 


(a) Pla, Ixuxiti, 18. (6) Neh. ix. 6. * Jer. xxiii. 6, (a) 
‘Ezek. wile ago (e) Judg, xv. ag. —ibid. xvid 20. (7) Naz: 
Ixi, x. (g) Romans x. xa. (4) Luke ii, xz. (é)'2 Gorin in. 
Tok ow 
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changed from glory to glory, as by the Lorp, the 
fpirit.” Margin. t ) 





To the Spirit. (8) “ For who hath known 
the mind of. the Lozp? (/) Who hath dire&ed the 
Sprrit ?” 


TH name Gop, in a proper fenfe, belongs 
: only 


(4) Rom, xi. 34 SCP Masks: 313- 


Some readers will be furprifed that I apply this text to Fefus 
Chrifi, which has been univerfally applied to the Holy Ghoff, and 
reckoned by the orthodox on the Trinity, an inconteftable proof 
of his Deity ; whereas, itis plain from the fcope, that the Holy 
Ghoft is not intended by the term Spirit, in any part of the chap- 


- ter; nor fhould it be underftood perfonally, as is commonly fup~- 
_pofed. From the 6th verfe, the Apoftle fhews the exceliency of 
“the New Teftament difpentation, which he calls the Spirit that 


giveth life, above the Mofaic difpenfation, which he caJls the 
Letter that killeth. To thofe who-jooked no further than the out- 
fide, or the external part of that difpenfation, without regard to 
the Spérit, intent, and gofpel fignification thereof, it was death— 


. ** circumcifion is that of the heart, in the Spirit, and mot in the 


Letter.” The Jaw, without Cérz?, who is the end of it for right- 
eoufnefs to them that believe, is death, a killing Letter: But the 
faw of the /pirit of life, in Chrift Fefus, makes free from the law 


of fin and death. The fpirit of life—the fpirit that quickeneth, is 


the truth concerning Chrz?, whois the fubftance of the whole Mofaic 
difpenfation, which the Apoltle calls figures, /hadows, &c. But 
the fubftance is C4ri/?, the lait 4dam, who is a quickening Spirit. 
After be had compared the /etfer with the Spirit, he tells the 
Corinthians, ** Now the Lord is that Spirit : And where the Spirit, 
the Lerd is, (there is no poffeflive in the text) there is liberty.”” 
And who the Lord is, hetells them immediately after, ‘*‘ We 
preach Fe/us Chrifi, the Lord.” He {peaks of the Mofaic ceconomy, 
as under a veil, which made it difficult to look to the end of that 
which is abolifhed : ** But we (under the New Teftament) all with 
open face, beholding as ina glafs, the glory cf the Lord ( Fefus 
Chrift ) are changed into the fame image, from glory to glory, 
by the Lord, the Spirit.” Tho’ the ceremonial difpenfation, efta- 
blifhed at Sivaz, had much outward pomp, yet it had ‘‘wo glory,” 
that is, very little in comparifon of the “ glory that excelleth,” in 
the new difpenfation, wherein Chrip is all his fullnefs is revealed in 
more clear, powerful, and extenlive manner, asthe Spirit of the 
old, and the Lord of the new difpenfation, inthe moft proper and 
f{piritual fenfe, therefore with the greateft propriety called, ** the 
Spirit, the Lord, and the Lord, the Spirit.” 
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“oly‘to “Deity. “(7) “* Thou thalt have fio -other 
Govs before me. (m) Thus faith'the Lord, ‘befides 
me there is no. Gop. (a) For there is.one Gop, 
-and ‘there is ménze dther but ‘he. ;(p) There is none 
other “Gop ‘but oe.—But to us there is but ove 
Gop.” Pia 


Tus name is often given to Fefus Chrift. (9) 
& And Thomas anfwered and faid unto nim (Fefus) 
my Lord, and my Gop. And the Word was Gop. 
(r) Gop was manifeft in the je. (s) But unto 
‘the Son, he faith, thy throne, O Gop, is. for ever 
and ever. . (¢) Forsunto us: a Child is born, unto ‘us 
‘a Son is given, and. the government fhall be upon 
-His fhoulders : And his name-fhall be called, -wen- 
*derful counfellor, the -micuty Gop. ‘(w) Whofe 


‘are the fathers, and of whom as concerning. the” 


-flefh Gurist came, who is over all, Gon, blefed for 
‘ever. Amien.* (v). And weare in him that is true, 
evenin his Son, Fefus Chrift. This.is the true God, 
a Sige: and 


(7) EX0.'XX. 3. (7) if. xliv. 6. (0) Mark xii. 236°, (p) 1 Car. 
wit. 4, 6. (g) John xx.28. ibid. i. x. (r) 1 Tim. iii. 16. (s) 
‘Heb. i. 8. ((¢) Ta, ix.6. (v) Rom, ix. 5. (v) x John-v. 20, 


__'*°Phis is fo plain a proof of the proper Deity of our Lord Fefus 
Gbrif, hav -one mutt be “furprifed, how any can impofe fo 
much’upon'reafonand common fenfe as to'déeny it, ‘by faying, that 
“itis not fe Chriff that is here intended, but God the Father, 
«mentioned (as they fay) in the foreguing verfe; whereas nothing 
°48 faid of the Father, from thé beginning of the chapter; nor the 
“word God fo much asmentioned, Indeed, the tranflators: have 
Ufepplied ‘the word God in the context, but-itis of no manner. of 


‘bfe, which any one may plainly fee at firft reading the paflage. | 


“'TPRKe Apoftle is pointing out the great privileges of his country- 
“meh, to'whom, fays he, pertained the adoption—the glory—the 
“covenants—giving of the law—the fervice—the promfes.—And 
‘ithen adds, as the moft diftinguifhing privilege,—** ofavhom as con. 
‘cerning the lef Curis tT came, wao is overall, Gov, bleffed for 


“ever. ‘Amen, ~Itis not common fenfe to fay, the relative avho | 
“refers to any but Chrift mentroned immediately before; for there 


is not another, that with the leaft propriety, itcanreferto. 
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and eternal life. (ui), For this ix good and accept- 
able in the fight. of Gop our Saviour. (¥) Ac- 
cording to thecommandment.of Gop our Savrour. 
(y): That they may adorn the doctrine of Gop our 
Saviour in all things. (z) After that the kindnefs 
and love of Gop our Saviour appeared. (2) Looking 
for that blefled hope, and the glorious appearing: of. 
the Great Gop and (even) our Lorp Jesus Curisr. 
(b) Pox7, am Apoftle of Fefus Chrif?, by. the com- 
mandment of Gop our Saviour, and (even)the Lorp 
Jesus Curist our hope. (cy Simon Peter, a fer- 
vant, and an Apoftle of Fefus Chrift, to them 
that have obtaimed like precious faith with us, 
through the righteoufnels of Gop, and (even) 
our Saviour Jesus Curist. (d) And denying the 
ONLY TRUE Gop, and (ever) our Lord Jefus 
Chritt.”” + 


(w) x Tim, ii. 3. (x) Tit, i. 3. (9). ibidsti. ro. (2) ibid. iii. 
4 (a) ibid. i. 13. (6) 1 Tim, 1. (c) a Peteic a. (4) Jude 40 


+4n the four laft cited texts, as well as in feveral others, where 
our tranflators have given us the copulative anD, it could be wifh- 
ed they had fed another word inftead thereof, both nearer the 
original, and more favourable to the Desty of cur Lord Fefus Chrif. 
En-the texts which I have cited’, before thefe four, the Apottlesapply 
the title Gop to our Lord Jefus, the Saviour, without any copu- 
_ Jative to diftinguifh them, fo that none can doubt it is Fe/us Chri? 
théy mean. And even in thefe texts, where the terms God and 
Fefus Chriff are fo diftingoihhed asia our tranflation, there is 
enough to convince any one that fhall coofider the texts inipar- 
tially, that it 1s the fame divine perfon who is meant. . 

Iris not the Fathery but Fe/us Chriff, who the feriptures fay 
fhall make the g/orieus appearance at the laft day. The word 
tranflated, appearing in the firft of the four texts, is other five times 
fed in the New Teftament, and always appliedto Jefus Chrift: 
Whereas the Father is always confidered as invifible. Bzfides, 
_ Chriftis emphatically called the hope of his faints ; which two 
words being joined together in the text, limits the term Great God 
to Fefas Chri, whole appearing the faints hope and Jong for,— 
and who (fays the Apoftie in the very next verfe) ‘* Gave himfelf 
for is, that he might redeem us from all iniquity.” This puts it 
beyond difpute, that Fe/us Chriff is called the Great God, and not. 
the Father, as is commonly fuppofed, and which inattentive rea- 
ders may eafily be led to think, fromthe word amd being put be- 

CWixt 


Ce. 


Tue Holy Ghoft is alfo called Gop. (e) “ But 
Peter faid, Ananias, why hath Satan filled thine 
heart to lie to the Hoty Guosr? Thou hatft te 

is . . » Tie 


{e) Aéts v. 4, 3. 


twixt Great God and Fefus Chrif, which would point out fav, 
whereas there is but ome inteaded inthe text. © ° 
The fame’Greek word Ka, which is here rendered and, is in 
many other places, by the fame tranflators, rendered ever. Rom.- 
viii, 23. ‘‘ And sot only they, but ourfelves alfo, which have the 
firft fruits of the Spirit, even we ourfelves, &c. 1 Cor. xv. 24. 
He fhall have delivered up the kingdom to God, Even the Father. 
2 Cor. i:3. Bleffedbe God, even the Father, &c. 2 Cor. x. ¥2. 
Which God hath diftributed to us, a meafure to reach EVEN to 
you.” Had Kas been rendered and in thefe and other texts, it 
would have made them wholly unintelligible ; and there 1s no rea- 
fon why it fhould be fo here, if it is not to favour an arguiment 
agaioft the Deity of Fe/fus Chrifz, inthe hands of fuch as are: no 
friends to that dodtrine. ; : ; 
- Br conlidering the other three texts, we wil! fee equal reafon to 
conclude, that Godand Fefus Chrift ought nor to be dittinguithed as 
they are. At whofe commandment did Paul becomean Apottle ? 


Through whofe righteon{nefs do we obtain falvation? And who © 


does. Jude fay the fzoffers of his time denied ? Not that there 
was a God,—which mutt be the fenfe, if the copulative be admit- 
ted: but they denied the truths taught by the Apoftles, concern- 
ing the character’ and kingdom of 7e/us Chri. Now, fince the 
things predicated in the texts, are conftantly applied to Fefus 
Chriff in other {criptures, what reafon can be afligned, why the 
Apoftles fhonld apply them to any offer, in thefe texts under 
éonfideration, ‘gests BES . . 
 Befides, admitting the copulative azd in thefe and other texts 
conveys avery ftrange idea of whatis predicated of the Great 
God and Fefus Chrif, as if there were one appearing of the 
Great God, another of Fefus Chra?~—One commandment of the 
Great God to make Paul an Apoftie, another of Fefus Chrit.— 
One righteoufnefs of God, another of Fefus Chrif,.and fo of all 
the texts where itis found,, Whereas the appearing, command- 
ment, tighteoufpefs, denving, &c. mentioned in the texts, is but 
ome appearing, &c. therefore it muft be one and the fame fubject 
or perfon they are predicated of. 5 5 oli ee 
Such confiderations kept in view, in reading many paflages of the 
New Teftament, would make the fcope and meaning of them 
abundantly more clear; and fet the proper Deity of Jefus Chri 
inthe plainett point of view that language can poflibly exprefs it = 
But otherwife, the texts are either prefied as arguments againft 
the Deity of Chri?, or at leaft, fubje& to the criticifms of fach as 
are no friends to it. kde pine 


# 
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hed unto men, but, unto Gov.{ (f) All fcripture 
is given by infpiration of Gop. (g) But holy men 
of God fpake as they were moved by the Hory 
Guost. (4) Know ye not, that ye are the temple 
of Gop, .and that the Spirit of God dwelleth in 
you? Ifany man defile the temple of Gop, him 
fhall God deftroy ; for the temple of Gop is holy, 
which temple ye are. (7) Know ye not, that your 
body is the temple of the Hory Guost?? | . 


CreaTION work is proper orily to Gop.’ (4) 
“ The Lorp he is Gop, it is he that made us. (/) 
Thou, even thou, art Lorv alone, thou haft made 
heaven, the heaven .of heavens, with all their 
hoft, the earth, and all things that are therein, the 
feas, and all that is therein. (m) He that built all 
things'as Gone) olsow fori wi is js sighs 


_ Burt creation work is atcribed to Jesus CurtsTs 
- “(n) “ All things were made by him (the Word) ; 
_ and without dim was not any thing made thatcwas 
- made..(0) By sim (Jesus Curtst) were all thitigs 
created that are in heaven, and that are in earth, 
vifible and invifible, whether they be thrones or - 
dominions, or principalities, or powers + All things 
mais Oe 008? | were 


(f) oTim. itt, 26. (g) a Petsisare (4) 2 Corviii. 16,19. 
(2) ibid. vi. 19. (4) Pla.c. 3. (/) Nehwix. 6. (m7) Heb. iiis 4, 
(my John i. 3. (0) Col. i, £6, 17, 
+ The antithefis is here betwixt wan and God ;:—and Andnias 
lied unto God, becaufe he had lied anto the Holy Ghoft, who, by 
the plaineft inference, (if the Apoftle fpoke good fenfe), is there- 
fore God. Had it not been thus; the Apoltie would have faid, 
*¢ Thou haft not lied unto. the Holy Ghof?, or, to the Holy Cho 
only, but unto God.” Jf the Holy Ghoftis ot God, the Apoftle: 
is certainly culpable for writing fo uncautioully; for any man of 
common-fenfe, whofe. minds not prejudiced; and réads only to 
know the truth, mpét neceffarily conclude froni this and other texts, 
‘that the Holy Ghoft is Gad. .To interpret them othetwife, needs 
a great deal of-criticifm and learned pains, and after all, the in- 
terpretations appear to the unprejudiced very unnatural and forcedy 
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were seredted by him and for him. : And he is before 
al Abings, ana A! him all things confifh? 


Seed Aut puke’ the. Spirit. —(r} “The So rakent of 


Gop, (* the Sprryr Gop) hath ‘made me, and sand 


breath sf the. eer: hath F pct me life.” © 


SAB HE. Abeer ae viet \evckdlion, 4 IS ; Gop. @ 
“¢ Gop thall reveal even this unto you. (ry Gop,— 
who /pake in time paft unto the fathers, by the 
i ® Thies faith sa 3 Lorp of Hofts.” 3 

Bx u t this is attributed to Fas Chrift —(t): 6 : For 
i meither received it of mén, neither was I. taught 
it, but: by the revelation of Jesus Curist. . @ 
Since ye feck a proof of Curist /peaking in me, 
which to you ward is not weak, but is. mighty i in 
he a ner hag faith the soN OF CED. 





~Anp to the Holy Ghoft sei % distal revealed 
aan him by.the Hory Guost. (¥) It-isinot ye 
that: fpeat, but the Hory bess sd OF eine CET 


the. Houiy Gros: : 


Ta E divine: ar hath its. ames fem ab 
They who break it tempt. Gop.—(z) “So then 
with the mind, I myfelf ferve: the law of Gop.. 
() oThere ‘is. one law-giver, who is able to fave, 


and’ to > ae Atte Ye fhall not, APS the Lord 


ohh Grid tes i | Ta E 


2) pt¢ 


et Job MxKIT ye (2) Phil. iii. ‘5. hee Heb. i. x. (s) Tha. 4 24, 
see Vitae. (a) 2 Gor. xii, $y") Reve ii. 18, (w) Luke.it, 
(x) Mark wii. 32 C9) Atts XX1. ar, & Rom. vile ee es 

= iv. 22, -(@) Deut. vi, 162 0 : 


* In this text, «as: well.as feveral ott, (which we) wih shave 
occalion to notice) afterwards) there is no pofk {live pronoun to de- 
ote.a relation to any. other; which makes ita clear proof that: 
a is God’ ani that creation worwe is veprontely beaks te 

MMe) eo J v * 
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THe fame is faid of Chri/?—(b) “ Bear ye one 
another’s burthens, and fo fulfilthe Jaw of Chri/?. 
(c) Neither let us tempt Chri/?, as fome of them allo 
tempted, and were deftroyed of ferpents.” 





“ Or the Spirit—(d) The law of the 
Spirit of life in Chrift Fefus, hath made me free 

from the law of fin and death. (¢) How is it that 

Be ae agreed together, to fempt the /pirit of 
od °”” a 


EvrzrNity is a perfection proper only to God.— 
(f) “ Even from everlafting to everlafting, thou art 
God.' (g) The eternal God is thy refuge, and un- 
' derneath are the everlafting arms.” | 





Attributed to Fef/us Chrif?.—(h) * Unto 
~ usa child is born, unto us a fon is given,—and his 
name hall be called—the everlafting. Father, (the 
father of eternity.) (2) 1 (the redeemer) am the jir/?, 
and I am the laft. (k) lam Alpha and Omega, the 
beginning and the ending. (1) Fefus Chrif?, the fame 


yefterday, and to-day, and for ever.” 





— To the Spirit—(m) “ How much more 
fhall the blood of Chriff, who through the eternal _ 
Spirit offered himfelf without fpot unto Ged.” 


-_ Ivmensity is another perfection proper only to 
Deity.—(n) “ Can any hide himfelf in fecret places, 
that I fhall not fee him? faith the Lord: Da not I 
fill heaven and earth? faith the Lord.” as 

. E HIS 


b) Gal. vin 2. (c) 1 Cor. x. 9. (d) Rom. viii. 2. (e) Adsv. 
ef (, ) Pfa. ma 2. (g) Deut, xxxil. 27. (4) Ifa. ix, 6. (2) 
ibid. xliv.6. (&) Rev. 1.8, and 22, 13- (/) Heb. aii. 8. (7% 
ibid. ix, 14, (#) Jer, KIM. 24. 


5) 


‘Tu 15 is alfo attributed to Fefus Chrift, who is 
—(c) “ head over all things to the church, which is 
his body, the fullnefs of him (Chri?) that filleth all 
in all.” | | an 


« / 





————= To the Spirit.—(p) “ Whither fhall I go 
from thy Spirit? Or whither fhall I fy from thy 
prefence? If I afcend up into heaven, thou art 


_ there: If I make my bed in hell, behold, thou art 
there, &c.’’ 


He that is prefent with all the faints, and dwel- 
leth in them, is God. (gq) ** Ye are the temple of the 
living God; as God hath faid, I will dwell in them, 
(r) God is in you of a, truth.” tee oud 


But Fefus Chrift dwelleth in them—(s) “Know 
ye not your ownfelves, how that Fefus Chriff is in 
you, except ye be reprobates? (4) That Chri/? may 
dwell in your hearts by faith.” 





~ To the Spirit—(u) “ Even the Spirit of 
truth, he dwelleth with you, and fhall be in you. 
(v) But if the /pirit of is that raifedup Fe/us 
from the. dead, dwell in you: He that raifed up 
Chrift from the dead, fhall alfo quicken your mor- 
tal bodies, by his /pirit that dwelleth in you.” : 





—— Gop only is holy-—(w) Who fhall not — 
- fear thee, O Lord, and glorify thy name ? for thou. 
only art holy. i 





oh - Tuts perfection is afcribed to Fefus 
, Chrift. 
(0) Eph. i,.22, 23, (p) Pla. exxxix. 7, 8. (9) 2 Cor. vi. 16. 


{r) 1 Cor, xiv. ts, (s) 2 Core xiih. 5, (¢) Eph. iti, 27. (4) 
“Joho xiv. t7. (v) Rom, viii. x1... (av) Rev, xv. 4. Ss 


(. 37: ) 


Chrift.—(x) « But ye denied the holy one, and the 
juit. (y) Thefe things, faith be that is holy, he 
that is true.’ Even Fefus Chrift who indited the 
epiftles to the feven churches. 





| - Ax to the Holy Ghof—(-) “But ye 
have an unction from the oly one, and ye know 
all things,” , | 


Gop only is the fountain of life-—(a) “That 
thou may’ft love the Lerd thy God—for he is thy 
hife. (b) The Father raifeth up the dead, and 
guickeneth them.” . ; | 


Tuts is attributed to Fefus Chri/t,—(c) “ When 
Chrift who is our /ife, fhall appear, then fhall ye 
alfo appear with him in glory. (¢) Even fo, the 
Son quickeneth whom be will. (e) But ye denied the 
holy one, and the jutt,—and killed the prince 
(margin, author) of life.’ | 
—— Anp tothe Spirit—(f) “ The body is 
dead, becaufe of fin; but the /pirit zs life, becaufe 
of righteoufnefs. But if the Spirit of him that 
raifed up Jefus from the dead, dwell in you; he 
that raifed up. Chrift from the dead, {hall alfo 
quicken your mortal bodies, by his /pirit that dwel- 
feth in ‘you. (g) Itis the Spirit that guickeneth.” + 





Gop only is poffeffed of abfolute unlimited 


power e 


(x) Adts tii. s4. (y) Rev. tii. 7. (z) x Johnii. 29. (a) Deut. 

xxx. 20. (4) John v.24. (c) Col, sii. 4. (2) John v. ar (e) 
Aéts ii, 14, 15. (f) Rom. viii. xo, rz, (g) John vi. 63. 
* + If by the term Sprrit, in any of thefe texts, be meant the 
truth rather than the Holy Ghoff, (fee Note, p. 29) this will by no 
means weaken the evidence in favour of his divinity, fo manifet 
in many other texts, where he is clearly meant, 


("382 ) 


power. He only can raife the dead.—{h) * Power 
belongeth to God. (i) Thou haft made the hea- 
vens and the earth by thy great power; and there 
is nothing too hard for thee. (£) God hath both 
raifed up the Lord, and will alfo raife us up by his 
own power.” : Scr aie 

- Attributed to Fefus Chrifi—(l) “ Moft 
gladly therefore will I rather glory in my infirmi- 
ties, that the power of Chrif? may reft upon me. 
(m) Deftroy this temple, and in three days J will 
raife it up. But he fpake of the temple of his 
body.””. . 


? 








- To the Spirit.— (nx) “ To make the Gen- 
tiles obedient by word and deed, through mighty 
Signs and wonders, by the power of the Spirit of 
God. (0) Chriff being put to death in the flefh, 
but guickened by the Spirit.” , 


Att fpiritual and divine operations muft be from 
God.—(p) ** There are diverfities of operations, but 
- at-is the jame God, that worketh all inall?? 


Tue Apoftle faith—(q) “ But Cbrif? is all in 
all?’ And ‘adds, (r) “ But all thefe worketh that 
one and felf-fame Spirit, dividing to every man fe-— 
verally as he will? Sena eee at 
eet 
From thefe, and many others, that might have 
been collected, it is plain from /cripture teftimony 
alone, that the fame attributes, perfections, and works, 
which are proper only to Deity, are afcribed to the 


Lord — 


(4) Pla. Ixit. xx, (4) Jer. xxii. 7. (4) 1 Cor. vi, xg. (/) 2 
Cor, xii. g. -(m) John in, 19, 21. (2) Rom. xv. 18, 19. (0) 2 
Pet. iii. a8, (p) 1 Cor: xt 6. (g) Col. ili, rr, (rr) t Cor, xit. a1. 


\ 
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Lord Fefus Chrift and the Holy Ghof?. And as the 


evidence is in fcripture language, (without com- 
ment) and fo not liable to the weaknefs or mif-. 
application that often’ attends evidence, which de- 
pends upon human confequences, drawn from 
{cripture by men; I do.not imagine, how it is 
poflible to avoid the force of fo neceflary a con- 
clufion from them, as, that 7e/us Chri/?, and te 
Holy Gheft, are truly and necefjarily God. 


It may be obferved. here, as I hinted above, 
that thefe texts thus collected, do not only prove 
the proper Deity of the Lord Fefus, and the Holy 
Ghoff, but alfo clearly point out the truth of a 
divine plurality, and not obfcurely that it is limited 
to three. And as the {criptures {0 copioufly afcribe 
divine names, perfetions, and works toa plurality, 
and yet peremptorily, and in the cleareft terms 
affert, that there is but ove God, that is. one divine 
Being, poflefled of thele names and penfections, and 
no where give the leaft hint concerning the man- 
ner of this plurality and unity, or how the divirie 
three. are one: It becomes all chriftians to check 
the firft emotions of curious. inquiry into. what is 
~ mot revealed concerning this fubject: That thefe 
three are one we know, becaute revealed, >but bow 
we know, not. | 


: S.C T: 
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Wp UT as it was propofed in the beginning of 

the laft feCtion, to prove the Deity of our Lord 
Fefus Chriftsand the Holy Ghoff, by comparing one 
text with another, and deducing the neceflary con- 
¢lufions,I fhall make that the fubject of this feGtion ; 
and fir/? begin with thefe arguments of this kind, 
which prove the proper Deity of the Lord Fefus Chrift. 


Isarau faith,—(s) ‘ Mine eyes have feen thé 
‘Kang, the Lorp or Hosts.” Fobn fays, this was 
Curist whom J/aiah here fpeaks of —(¢) “ Thefe 
things, faid E/aias, when he faw us glory, and . 
fpake of uim.’ Therefore Jesus Curisr is the 
Lorp oF Hosts. 


(vy) Tuus faith the Lorp (Jenovan) the sng 
of Ifrael, and his redeemer (GoaL) the Lorp oF 
- Hosts, I am the fr/?, and-I am the /a/?, and be- 
fide me there is'no Gop.’ He who is the re« 
deemer (Goa) the firf? and the /af?; is JeHovany 
the Lorp or Hosts, befide whom there is no 
Gop: But Jesus Guarst is the redeemer,—(v) “In 
whom we have redemption through his ~blood.” 
And the titles fir/? and Jaf? he takes to himfelf—. 
(w) “ Lam Alpha and Omega, the beginning and the 
. end, the firft and the Jaf.” ‘Therefore he is JeHo- | 
van, the Lorp or Hosts, and befide him there is 
no Gop. J . 
(v) “ Tam JexHovan, and befide me there is no 
Saviour.” But Fefus Chri/? is the Saviour-—(y) 
. * Grow 


(s) Ifa. vie 5. (#) John xii, 4z. (w) Ma. xlive 6, (#) Ephe is 
7 (w) Rev. xxii, 13- (x) Hae xhii, ax, (y) a Pete iis 38, 


Cre 


Grow in grace, and in the knowledge of our 
Lord and Saviour Fees. Chri. I Pherefore Jelus 
Bogle is Jenoyan. ; . | 


(2) 5 S$ SANCTIEY the Lorp or Hosts himpelf, 
and let him be your fear and your dread. He shall. 
befor a _fan@uary, and for a /tone of fumbling, and 
for ‘a rack of offence to both the houfes of ifr rael.” 
He who was to be a _ftumbling ftone, and a rock 
of offence, Vaiah calls the Lorp or Hosts, and 
bids the children ‘of Lfrael Janctify (honour, worlbip, 
and magnify ) kim, and make him their fear and 
lr ead. “Fear is here put for the gbje@ of fear, which 
is Gop but the Apoftles Paul and Peter, apply 
this exprefsly to Curist. ‘(a ) Lhey ftumbled 
at’ the fumbling frone ;.. as it 18 written, behold, I 
lay in Zion,'.a “Jrimbling tone, and rock of offence 
and whofoever believeth in him (Chrif?) fhall not be | 
afhamed. (by. Unto you therefore who believe he 
(Fefus Chriff) is precious; (an boncur, asin the mar- 
gin) but unto them who are difobedient, the ‘tone 
which ‘the builders. difallowed, the fame is made 
the head of the corper, and a hate of | tumbling, and 
a rock of “offence to them who {tumble at the word.” 
Therefore Jesus Curis i is the Lornp of Hosts | 
is to be Sunétified, ‘(worfipped and magnified é and. 
is the true obyect of religious Jear and reverence. * 


EL ee eloric 10s yea magnificent defcription i in 
the ninety-feventh Pfalm, is of one, who in feve- 
_ral parts of it is called © Jenovan,—and wor/vip 
commanded to be given to’ him. (d) ‘¢ Worthip 
him all ye Gods.” But the Apofile (¢) fays, it 
was the son or Gop who is fpoken gf-in that 

F facred 


(2) Ufa, viti. 13,14. (a2) Rom. ix, $25 33 (d) x Pet, il, 1, 2s 
(c) ver. 1, 58,9, 50, 12 (d) ver, 7. (¢ ey shy i, 6. 


at 


Ce 


seyad hymn : Therefore he's is JEHOVAH, _ fo lnc 
wivine worfuip is due, and of whom the , glorious 
oe in that Pfalm are faid, proper to, none, ‘but 
e true God. 


ANOTHER “ thajeftic defcription | we have. in 
the hundred and fecond Pfalm, where feveral divine 
afer iptions are given to Jeqovan, which ‘cannot 
with any propriety be applied to any. other, as di- 
vine wor fbip-—eternity-—i) yinite power—and yunchange: 
ablene/s. ‘(f) “© But thou, Lorn, (Jenovan) thalt 
endure for ever, and thy remembr ance unto all — 
generations. The heathen fhall ‘fear. ‘the. name ot 
the Lorp, (Jz HOVAH) and’ all ‘the kings. of. the 
earth thy ghry. Of old aft ¢how laid ‘the founda- 
tions of the ear th: And the heavens, are the work 
of thy hands.’ They fhall perith, but thou foalt en- 
dire’; Yea,’ all of them hail wax old like a gars 
ment’; a8 a vefture halt thou ‘change ‘them, aad 

they thal be-changed, But thou art: P the fame, and 
thy years feall have no’ end?” “But the -Apoifle give 
ing .the character: of CHRI st to the Hebi CWS, 4 &) 
tr -anferibes thefe ‘verfes, and applies the contents of 
them ‘to bint + Therefore, after the Apolile, we may 
fafely conclude, that the ‘xanie Jhaov, AH, with. ail 
the perfedtions attributed to Aim in that Pfalm,. are 
een applicable to our Lorp | Jesus Cugist Bigs - 


bys The Lorp Jenqvan is my fbepherd.’ 
The Palm? fays, 3 x jeepberd ui TORAL But 
jesus Curis? ‘affirms of bimfelf, that ‘he.is.the 
Shepherd »-{) * t am- the good jeep herd ; “The. good 
Jwepherd giveth his Vife for she’ re Therefore 


Jesus Chaist ds Jenovar He Here it may be 
proper 


(F) ver. 12) 15.25, 26) 290, -(g).Heb, i. 10, 3 Byer 
HAM cae Oi Xe Il Ag) >» if, 12. (@) Pl 
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proper to aad, thatoCbri? calls the “church his (4) 
faeep, and Peter calls them the Oo frock gf. God: There- 
“fore Chri oft is God. 


(ayes oT aes maker “is thy hujfband, (the Lorp 
or. Hosts is his name >) and thy redeemer the 
‘holy one of Ifrael, the Gop.of the whole earth fhall 
hé be called.” The hufband or bridegroom of ‘the 
‘church, anid her redeemer is here called the Lorp 
oF Hosts, and the Gop. (Elobin, or Judge) of 
the whole earth » But Jesus Currst is hufband 
or Gridegrooni, and redeemer. of the church ; yea ry 
6F Ehe: bulband i is the head: of the wife, even as Chrift 
is the head of the church. (0) Let*us be glid and 
rejoice, and give honour to him: For the mar- 
riage of the Lamb is come, and his ‘zwife hath made 
herielf ready. (p) Come hither, and I will thew | 
thee thé'bride, the Lamb's wife. (gy Chrift hath re- 
deenied us from the curfe of the law,— —(r) in whom 
we have redemption through his bloods (3) ¥e were 
not redeemed with corruptable thing's; as filver and 
gold,’ but with the precious’ blood ‘of Chrift.” 
Therefore Jesus Carist is the shee ‘OF Hosts, 
the Gop si the whole earth. 


(f) «Tae Lore Gob of the holy Prophets fent 
his Angel, to {hew unto his fervants the things 
which mutt fhortly be done.’ The Angel men- 
tioned here, is the ‘dngef of the Lorp ‘Gov: But 
he is ithe Ange! of Jesus Curisr, and. fent by 
Bites Gaby, * 1 fe sus, have:/ent mine Angel to teftify 
unto, you thefe things in the churches’ Theré- 
fore Vee is the Loxp Gop of the holy Prophets. 


(k) fot xxi. 36. (/) ¢ Pet. v, 2. (7) Ifa liv. §. (#) Eph..v. 
a4. (9) Rev. xix. 7 | (p) ibid. xxi. 9.” (7) Gal. in. rg. (7) Col. 
wee” (sc) ¥ Pet. 12 18, 99. (¢) Rev. xxii. 6, (w) ) bia. 16, 


es 


oC ) 


To Which we may add, (v) “ And Thomas anfwered — 
and faid, my Lorp and my Gop.” ee 
(i) “ Awp thou, child, fhalt be called the 
prophet of the HiguestT: For thou fhalt go be- 
fore the face of thé Lorn, to prepare his’ way.” 
Here John is called the prophet of the Lorp, and 
of the HicgHEsT, whofe way he was fent to: pre- 
pare: But it was before Jesus Curist that Fob 
. was fent, to prepare fis way. (x) “ Fefus began 
to fay unto the multitudes concerning ohn, this 
is he of whom it is written, behold, 1 fend my 
meffenger before thy face, who {hall prepare thy 
way before thee.’ Therefore Jesus CurrsT, is 
the Lorp—the HIGHEsT. oh. SEIS 


(y) * He (Jobn) thall be great in the fight of the 
Lorp ; and many of the children of J/rae/ thall he 
turn to the Lorp their Gop, and he fhall go be- 
fore HIM.” He whofe forerunner John was, is here 
called the Lorp Gop of I/rael; but it was’ Jesus 
whom ohn came before and bare witnefs to. (z) 
“¢ Fobn teeth Jesus coming unto him,and faith, be- 
hold the Lamb of God, who taketh away the fin 
of the world. This is be of whom I faid, after me 
cometh atnan who is preferred before me.’ There- 
fore Jesus isthe Lorp Gop of Ifraelit =< 

| . (ayes 


(v) John xx. 28, (2) Luke i. 74.. (x) Matt. xi. 7, 10: (9) 
Luke i’rs, 16, 17. (2) John i. 29, 30. . 
+o illuftrate the former arguments, let it be confidered, that Fohz 
the Bapti2, the forerunner of Chri/f, was prophefied of bv J/aiah, 
whofe words are cited by all the Evangelifls, and exprefsly called 
his when applied to Fohz the Bapti/t. Matt, iii, 3. Mark i. 3. Luke 
iii 4. John i235 Now, D/aiah fays, chap. xl. 3, 9, 10, 11. “ The 
voice of him that crieth in the wildernefs, (where John preached) 
prepare the way of the Lorn, (Jewovan) make ftraight in the 
defart, a high way for our Gop.—O Ferufalem. that bringeft good 
tidings, (thou that tellelt good tidings to Feru/alem, margiz) fay 
; unto 


Cie) 


(2) “ Jam Alpha and Omega, the beginning and 
the evding, faith the Lorp, which zs, which was, 
and which 7s to come, thé atmicuty.’ Every 
character in this text proves the Deity of the 
Jpeaker ; but that Jesus Curist. is the /peaker, is 
plain from his own teftimony in the fame paragraph. 
(b) « And I (Fohn) turned to fee the voice of him 
that /pake with me. And in the midft of the feven 
-candlefticks, one like unto the jon of man,—and 
when I faw him, I fell at his feet as dead: And he 
laid his right hand upon me, fayiny unto me, fear 
not, I am the f/? and the: /af?: 1am he that liveth, 
and was DEAD; and, behold, I live for evermore, 
Amen; and have the keys of hell and of death.’’ 
Therefore the characters in the text belong to Jesus 
Curis, and prove his Deity beyond all difpute. 


(c)“ Gop was in Chrif?, reconciling the world 
to himjelf?’ ere God is the reconciler, and that to 
himfelf: Bat Fefus Chrift is the reconciler.—(d) 
«You that were fometimes enemies, hath he 
(Fefus) reconciled in the body of his flefh through 
death.” Therefore Fe/us Ghrift is Gov, the ob- 
ject of whom the reconciliation was made. 


(e) * Wu o-can forgive fins but Gop only 27 ems 
But Curist can forgive fins. (f) “ Even as Curist 
forgave you, fo alfo do ye.” Therefore he is Gop. 

. : oe . Ir 


unto the cities of Fudah, behold your Gop. Behold, the Lorp 
Gop will come with a ftrong band, and his arm fhall! rule for him ¢ 
Behold, his neward is with him, and his work before him. He fhalt 
feed his flock like a fhepherd: He fhall gather the lambs with his 
atm, and carry them inhis bofom, and fhall gently lead them that 
are with young.” All this can be applied to no other than Jesus 
Cuaeist, theb'thop of fouls, and good thepherd of the fheep ; 1t 
is therefore Je who through this paflage iscatied JEHnovanH—the 
Lorp Gop—the Gop of L/rae/. 


(a) Rev.i.8,. (6) ibid-i. 2, 13,.17,.18. (ce) 2 Corey. 19. (2) 
Col. 1.21, 2% (¢) Mark ii. m (f) Col. iti. 13. 


\ 
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It is Gop only that fearcheth the heart —— 
(2) Thou, even thou only, knoweth the hearts of all 
the children of men.’ But Jesus Curis is. the 
fearcher . of ‘hearts. —* (h) “* Thete things faith . the 
Son of God,—Allthe churches fhall know that J 
am he, who fearcheth tire reins and hearts.’ ‘There- 
fore Mt mob ho e : 

Tue Pfalmift: fays; it was the”) Lory Gop 
that afcended on high, and.led: captivity captive. 
But the Apoftle (4) fays, it was Curist that did 
fo: Therefore he is the Lorp Gop. 


(J). In that. day, faith the Lorp,. (Jenovan) 
they  fhall look on me. whom they have pierced.”” 
But it ‘was Jesus Curist who was pierced. (m) 
«One of ‘the foldiers with a fpear pierced his fide, 
that the {cfipture.. fhould. be: fulfilled,—they fhall 
look on- im whom they have pierced.” There- 
fore Jesus CurisT is JEHOVAH. bs 


Tu blood which was the price of the church’s 
redemption, is called the bléod of Gods (n)** Feed 
the church of Gop, which he hath purchafed with 
his- cron blood.” But‘this was the blood of Jesus 
Curist.—(0)“ And the four and twenty elders _ 
felbdown before the Lamb, faying, thow art wor-- 
tiry to take the book, and to open the feals there- 


‘of : For thou waft //ain, and haft redeemed us to 
God by thy blood.” “Therefore he is Gop. 


(py < THe fe was manifefted, and we. have. 
feen it, and bear witnefs, anddhew ‘unto: you that 
sue : eternal 

(¢) x Ringsoui. 39. (4) Reve ti, 18,. 23. (2) Pha. davitt x7, °r8. 


thy? Eph: iv. 7 f) Zach. xii.-g: ay i xe dal dy 
\ » 8,9. (/) Zach. xli.-g, 10.0 (7%) Joba xine sae (7) 
acts xx. 28 (9) Rev. v. 8,9. (p) r Johnt. 2. : 8 


i oi ; 
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eternal life.which was with the Father, and was 
manifelted. unto us.” lias certain that inthis CExt, 
Fefus Chrif?, is called, that -eternal life; let us: then 
fee, what another title ‘the fame Apoiile, adds. to 
this. (9) “ And we are in him that is true, even 
in his fox Jesus.Curist,» this-is:the -rrur ‘Gop, 
and (but more agreeable to the onginal-even the) 
ETERNAL LIFE,’  This.title the eternal dife, isin 
both texts given to Je/us Chrift, agreeable to 
many other. of the fame import in {cripture, -which 
the greateft ftretch in criticifm cannot interpret 
otherways : it:muft then follow, if the “Apotile 
wrote truth, that Jesus: Ovrist, who-is :the 
giernal life, is the rrue (Gop. 


THE Apofile aitces the fame ideato: oui: acs 
of Chrift, and being ‘born of God, and fpeaks of them 
ie a the fame. privilege to: the fae conveying the 
fame fenfe. (r) “Every. one. that «doth:righteouf- 
nels, is born of .bim,. (Chrift the perfon {poken:of vin 
the context.) (s) Behold what manner -of love the 
Father hath beftowed, upon. us, that:we dhould: be 
called the fons of God.” The inference <s: Beart 

that in the: Apoitle’ sfenle Fe afist Chrift 4s. God. 


oF H E\ like eopelion is evident from what this 
fame Apoftle fays, (t) * Hereby perceive we the love 
of Gop, -becaufe she laid down ‘his. tife for us.’ 
Godin this. verie, is the proper antecedent. to the 
relative Ais, and Points « out on the face of the text, 
that be was God, “who laid down -his. life for US 5 
but. this was. Ghrift, therefore he is Gop. 


eg Looxkin.c. for, and haftening to ‘the com- 
ing 


(g) John vy. (r) ibid. ii. age f(s) ibid. iiier,'9. w ibid. 
iii. 16 (ae et, one IZ. 
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ing of the day of God.’ The fame that Pore calls 
the day of God, Paul calls the day of Chrif. (x) 
«That ye may be fincere, and without offence "ull 
| o day. us a de ee he i 3s hate man ed 3 
idis aca ote elds is proper dake t to Jeno: 
VAH.—(w) % Tam Jenovan, ‘TcHANGE ya 
But Jesus Carist is? iunchangea le.—(x) * Jesus 
Curist, the jameyefferday, to-day, and fire ever.” ‘ 
§ Therefore be- is. gp tg ts | ; 
“Moses ‘Bys the children of Tael (4) tempted 
Jace col 7 The Pfalmift fays, (z) they tempted Re 
Most H1GH Gop: But the Apottle Paul fays, “it 
was (a). Curist they tempted. Therefore Curyst 
aes be Laka the MOST ‘HIGH Gop. 


= 


Swed. ¥ 


@) “Now uuto bint ‘that'd is able to keep 508 
pe te falling, and to prefent you faultlefs before the 
prefence of ‘his glory, with exceeding great joy, 
to the only wife God cur Saviour,-be glory “and ma; 
jelty, &c.” Here it is! the only ‘wife God, who j iS. 
able to prefent us before the prefence of his glo ry. 3 
but ' thé Apoftle\ Paul fays}- Chrift {hall do this.— 
me ae he be (Chr) Re peed, it (the. church ) to 

che Pelee 

ae) Phil i. 10, oe) Mal. iii. 6..°) aesy Heb. xiii. G) Exod. 
xvil. 2. (z) Pia, Ixxviii. 56 (a) 2 Cor, x. 9. (2) sas? 49 25: 
{c) Eph. V. 27. 

§ This text the Arians i interpret of the doétrine, nat of the pers 
re of Jefus Chrijfé.; becaufe. to preach Cériff in feveral other 
texts, means to preach the do@ttines of Chri; hence, < fay they, 

“this text points out fefus Chrijf, as the fame faviour, and his 
gofpe] the fame to them of old,—to the Hebrews. then,—~and 
would be the famete’ all generations that were to come.” Even 
in this feofe, by an eaty confequence, itis a clear proof of the 
Deity of Fe/us Chri?, as it proves that he governed the world in 
general, and the church in particular, ip all ages, which none 


bat the fupreme Ged could do, ied i fhall prove at large 
in the fequel, . 


- 
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_. himfelf a glorious church,» not having {pot or 
wrinkle, or any fuch thing.” ‘Therefore he is the 
ONLY wise Gop our Saviour, to whom (in the 
words of the Apoftle) we afcribe (d)“* glory and 

majesty, dominion and power, both now and ever. 
men.” : SORRY : 


Many more texts might have been compared 
in fupport of the proper Deity of the Lord ‘Fefus 
Chrift; but 1 thought it beft to take only fuch 
under this head, as when compared, the inference 
would be obvious at firft fight to the meaneft ca- 
pacity. . ve ae 


Tue reader will now fuffer me, in the fame 
manner, to prove the proper Deity of the Holy 
Ghoft, by a few plain examples from fcripture. 


Tue fame Lorp or Hosts that I/aiah faw, 
faid unto him, (e) “ Go and tell this people; hear 
ye indeed, but underftand not, &c.” — But the 
Apoftle faith exprefsly, that thefe were the words | 
of the Hoty Guost. (f) “ Well /pake the Hoty 
Guosr by the Prophet //aiah, faying, go unto this 
people, and fay, hearing ye fhall hear, and {hall 
not underftand, &c.”” Therefore the Hory Guostr 
is the Lorp or Hosts. 


_ Tue people of J/rae/ is often in the Old Tefta- 
ment faid to reff? and rebel againft JeHovan : 
But Stephen fays, it was the Hoty Guost they 
refifted. (g) “ Ye ftiff-necked, and uncircumcifed 
in heart and ears, ye do always refj? the Hoty 
Guost:. As your Fathers did, {o do ye.” There- 
fore the Hoty GuosT is JEHOVAH. op 
HE 


(d) Jude ver. 2g. (¢) Hae visg. (f) Adts xxviii. 25,96 (g) 
ibid. vil. 51. : 


a 
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Tue fpiritual Lirth j B- the. work: of Gop. (4) 
‘© Whatfoever is born lof God, overcometh the 
world. (i) To them gaye he power to become the 
fons of God;—who were born ‘not of blood, nor of 
the will of ‘the flefh, nor of the will of ‘man, but 
of God.’ But this is the work of the Spikit.— 
(4) “Except aman be born of water, and of the 
SPiRiT, he cannot enter into the kingdom of God. 
"That which i is born of the fleth, is flefh’; and that 
which j is born of the Spirit, is fpinit.” "Therefore 
the SPIRIT is Gop, | 


weg = whom Chrift teacheth us to pray to as our 
heavenly Father, is the object of worfbip, and muft 
be Gop. But he muit be our Father, of whom 
we are begotten” and dorn, in the ftile of fcripture, 
and that is the Spirir, as the laft article proves : 
Therefore the Sprrit 1s included in the term Fa- 


ther, as the. object of warhip saa confequently 
mut be Gop. 


To ‘Gop only are we to pray, who atl hath 
power. to fend forth labourers into his harveft.— 

_ (1) Pray ye therefore the Lorp of the harveft, 
that he would fend forth labourers into his’ har- 
yet.” But the Hoty Guosr fends them forth. 

(mn) “ So they (Barnabas and Pau!) being fent forth 

by the Hoty Guoet.” Therefore he is the objeét 


of prayer,—he Lorn of ihe harvefi,—and mutt be 
the irye Gop. 


He E is the Supreme Bein eae the Saints have 
Lees under the divine: titles: of Lorp and 
Gap. nea $ Then ate pees ble Sate God, and: faid, 


Lord 


ee i ty Seah ase big iia eouneeeeuet 
ix: 382° “(m) AQS xin, x (x) Pics. i fos. dies 6A) Matt 


t 


C si)’ 
Lord now letteft thou thy fervapt depart in. peace, 
according to thy word. ‘For mine eyes have feen 
thy falvation.” But it was the word of the Hoty 
GuosT he here {peaks of,—(¢) “ It. was revealed unto 
him: (Sime ay by, the Houy Guost; that he fhould 
not fee death, before he had feen the Lord’s Chrift.”” 
Therefore the Hoty Gost, who. is here worthip- 


ped under the facred titles of Lorp: and Gop, is 


Nyy ok bhdva SE . + 
. the Supreme Being... 


THe calling and work of the Apoftles were un- 
der the fole direction of Gop.—(p) * Noman taketh 
this honour to himfelf, but he that is called of 
God.’ But this calling and work were under the 
direction of the Hory Gnosr.—(g).:The Hory 
Guosr faid, feparate mr, Barnabas and Saul, for 
the work whereunto I have called them.’ , There- 
fore the Hoty Guosr is. Gon. pean 


H © who qualified the Apoftles, and firft propa- 
gators of chriftianity, with fuch a diverfity of ex- 
traordinary gifts of (7) wifdom—knowledge—faith— 
working of mracles—healing all difeafes-—prophecy— 
difcerning of fpirits—interpretation of tongues—and 


[peaking divers kinds of languages to. the different 
kinds of people where. they came, muft be not only 


omnipotent, or he could neither beftow the gifts, 
nor fupport. tem to whom they were given in the 
due and regular exercife of them; but he muft 
be omniprefent alfo; at the fame time prefent in all 
places, however diftlant: This the Apoftle faith, 
is (s) ‘¢ the fame Gop that worketh all in all ;” 
and at the fame time: fays, (¢) “ But all thefe 
worketh that one and the /elf-/ame Spirit, dividing 

. to 


(0) Lake fi. 26. (p) Heb. v. 4. (g) A@s ili, 2. (r) 2 Core 
ii, 4,—12. (s)\ver. 6. (¢) ver. 12. 


Pn 
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to every man feverally as BE wi.” .Therefore 
the Sprait is: Behind Bc as ay every. where | 


prefent.”’ ho 


Bt F the laft’ Shed texts dre cancel AEE what 
the Apoftle faith,—(u) “« God alfo bearing them 
(the ‘\Apoftles) -witnefs, both with figns and won- | 
ders, and with divers miracles and gifts of the Holy 
Ghofty ‘according to his own will.” * Tt ‘will thew 
the ftrength of the former argument in another 
point of view, vz. That the fame things are done 
by the wz/l- of the Sp TRIT, that are faid to be done © 
by the will of Gop : It muft follow, that as they 
have ae ‘one will, Rare are but ‘one God... > 


T HE erpelaes were pindigell iby God. 2¢gt <All 
ehicnte is given by infpiration of God.” "Bat 
it was the Hoty GuosrT that‘ ‘infpired the penmen - 
who wrote the {criptures.—(w) ‘“ Holy “men of 
God, Mes as they were moved by the Hoy 
Guost.” nih eek ict he i 15. Gop. e ask 

G 0D" oe is the i of 4ll spiritual cones 

—(x) “ Blefled be Gop,—the Gop of all comfort ; 
. who comforteth usin all our tribulations. Moe “But 
the Hoty Guosr is the comforter, in whofe com- 
fort the churches -re/?—(y) “'But the comforter, 
which is the Hoty Guost, whom the Father-will 
fend'in my name, he fhall teach you all things. 
(z) Then had the churches re/?,—walking in the 
fear of the Lord, and in the comfort of the Hoty 
Guost.” "Therefore he is Gop. 





tr is Gop that dwelleth in ~ believers. 
66 Who- 


(u) Heb. ii. 4. (v) a Tim. iii, 16, (w) 2 Peti.. ax, a 
Goring, a. (y): Jobn xiv. a6. (z) Acts ix. ax, @) 


Ce S32) 


(2) “* Whofoever hall confefs that i efus is the fon of 
God, Gop dwelleth in him, and he in God. (6) Gop 
is in you of a truth.” ‘But it isthe Spirit that 
dwelleth in believers 5) “ The Spirit of God 
dwelleth in you. (dy The Spirit of.T ruth dwelleth 
with you, and fhall ‘be in ae e203 " Therefore he As 
Gop. ? not ie Pca lanrih reas 
In is Goo who’ teatheth the faints faley cc They 
fhall be all taught of Gov.” But itis the Hory 
Guost_ that Fonte them.—(/) ‘ Not‘in the. 
words which man’s wifdom teacheth, but which- 
the Hoty‘ Guost teacheth.” ‘Therefore he As 
Gop. eat ity 


4 


THE Aponte ere ( 2) 2G It was s the Idng-ftfering 
of Gop, that waited in the days | of Noah :? But 
Mofes fays, (4) te! Tt was the Spirit that did /trive 
‘with the men of. ‘that mS a ‘Therefore the 

Spirit i is Gop. ie 


WNP Sly ec but! ‘one Disa w “if ean know the 
deep: things of the counfel and purpoie of God — 
() “.O the depth of the riches, both of the wil- 
‘dom and knowledge of God / How unfearchable are 
his judgments, ‘and his ways pa/? finding out ? Yor 
‘who hath known the mind of the Lorp, or who 
hath been his coun/ellor ?? But thisthe Spirit can 
do.—(é) The Sprriv fearcheth all things, yea, the 
deep things of Gop. The things of Gop know- 
eth no'man, but the Sprrir of God.” There- 
fore the Spirit is infinitely wife, and fo muft 
be Gop. 

| THE 


(a) 5 Johar £5. (6) x Cor. xiv. 25. (c) ibid. iii. 16, {d) John 
xiv. 17. (¢) John wi. 45. (f) 2 Core ii. 23. (g) 2 Pets ili, xo» (4) 
Gen. vi. 3. (4) Rom. xi. 33,34. (4) x Cor. il. t0, 2%. 


mo, 
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THe Apoftles fay, (4) It was Gop,—the Lorp 
Gon, the maker of heaven and earth, the fea, and 
all that therein is: who /pase by the mouth of his 
fervant David... But Peter fays, (/) it was the Holy 
Ghoff that fpake by the mouth of his fervant 
David: Therefore thefe divine names and works 
are properly attributed to the Holy Ghof, from 
which it is manifeft that he is the true and fu- 
preme * Gop. - | teh 


. Te conclude thefe arguments for the Deity of 
the Spirit, I muft let the reader know, how plain 
and indifputable this truth would have. appeared, 
if all the texts where the phrafe /pirit of God,— 
and jpirit of the Lord, occurs, had been properly 
éranflated. We have generally the word of, which 
denotes pofieflion, pat betwixt Spirit, and Lord o1 
ive figni- - 


God, which. pofleflive commonly in Engli/p figni- 
es property, and implies fubordination of one to 
another, if applied to different perfons. ‘And if 
one perfon only .be fuppofed, then the phrafe Ais. 
Spirit, fignifies bis mind or power... Thefe ideas j/eem 
moft natural, when fuch expreflions are applied to God 
as bis Spirit, thé Spirit of God, which, without 
the help of a figure, cannot fo evidently prove the 
proper Deity ot the Spirit, when fuch pofleffives — 
are ufed; but muft rather refer to the economical 
cath ‘ character 





(4) Ads iv. 24, 25. (/) A@si, 16. Alo compare Luke 68," * 
go, with Acts xxviii. 2.56 : 


* Becaufe fo many have ufed the phrafe fupreme God, asipecu- 

hharly applicable to the Father, implying, that the Son and Spirit 
are fabordinate Gods ; Lhave fometimes chofen this term, to fhew 
that they have an equal title to this, and every other character 
which impheth Deity, If it be ufed inclufvely, ar when applied 
to one, novexclufive of the otlier fwo, I fee no manher of danger 
therein, more than inthe term Great God, { which, if applied to 
ene exelufively, would alfo infer the other two to be lefer'Godr. 


t Tit. il, T. Rev. Kix. I7. 
| eee 
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character of the Spirit, in the difpenfation of God, 
when the word Spirit is confidered perfonally, or 
fomething diftin& from Gop : But otherwife, the. 
expreflion fzs Spirit, or the Spirit of God, will 
only point out the mind, power, or fome other at- 
_ tribute of God. Thedfe. ideas have been induftrioufly 
improved by the enemies to the proper Deity of 


the Spirit, as the ftrongeft of gerenats they could 
find againit it. 


Burra little attention given to the texts, ren- 
dered Spirit of God,—the Spirit of the Lord, would 
have faved them the labour of difputing about 
words; and the orthodox the trouble of defending’ 
that truth from expreffions which they accom- 
modate to it by the affiftance of figures very auk- 
wardly applied, and which, the caufe itfelf needs 
no afliftance from, if the pofleflives are left out of 
the text, which they really ought to be. Hence 
fuch texts as the following, fhould read, (m) * The 
Spirit Gop (Rvuacu ELonim) moved upon the 
face of the waters. (”) And Pharoah faid unto his 
fervants, can we find fuch a man as this, in whom 
is the Spirit Erouim? (0) The Spirit Gop 
hath made me. (f) The Spirit Jenovan refts 

upon me. (9) The Spirit, the Lorp JeHovan, 
\is upon me, for JeHovaAH hath anointed me to 
preach good tidings.” In like manner, we might 
mention above a dozen places, where fuch expret- 
fions are ufed without any poffeflive. It is there- 
fore beyond contradiction, that Spirit and Ged are 
the fame, where they are joined in thefe texts, 
throughout the Old Teftament. ‘This idea fets the 
Deity of the Spirit in the sates point of mer 

t 


ve Gen. i. 2. (a) ibid, xh, 38. (0) Job xxxili, 4. (p p) Ha, Xie 
» (9) ibid. xi, 1 


™ 
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It ‘is a. general rule in all languages, that two. 
names or words, not diftinguifhed by any article, 
prepofition, or other word, commonly belong to 
_ the fame thing. ay ee De: 


_ THE not attending to this, has been the occa- 
fion of, many. foolifh and wnworthy conceits con- 
cerning the. Spirit. -Hence, .a very. learried and 
ingenious critic, tho’ he cites the words in Gen. ii. 
2, in Hebrew characters, whichis Ruacw ELouim, 
and tells us, that it is fo in many other places, yet 
makes this obfervation. thereon, .“¢ That as Elohim 
is plural, it fhews that he (the Spjrit) proceeds 
from more perfons than one.’ On this he builds 
~ the proceffion of the Holy Ghoft from the Father 
and the Son. A very ftrange foundation indeed! _ 


_* As Ruach isin thefingular number, and Elohim 
is plural, as we proved above, the one muft imply 
the fingular character of Deity, as the ove infinite 
eternal Spirit: And Elohim, a plural, muft be view-' 
ed in that relative light in which God hath revealed 
himfelf to men. | ah See : 


I muft again put the reader in mind, that I by 
. mo means pretend to tell the modus of divine. 
exiftence, or anfwer that curious queftion, which 
fome may afk here, “* How can thefe things be cS 
I find revelation joins ELouiM,a plura/,and Ruacn, 
a fingular, to point out the fame divine Being 5 
but how this plurality fubfifts in Deity, becaufe 
not revealed, I leave to infinite intelligence ; but 
that it is fo, remains a truth while thefe-words 
ftand in the Bible, Jenovan ELronim,—Rvacu 
Erouim.—Thefe THREE are ONE. 


»-HavING now proved, pirft, by a colleation of 
: fcripture 


gt 
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fcripture texts,° that the names, attributes, per- 
fectiions, and works, proper only to Derty, are 


afcribed to the Lord Fe efus Chrift, and the Holy. 
— 


AnD secondly, vdealbitthate the truth of their 
Deity, by comparing one text with another, from 
which the conclufions are both eafy and ftrong in 
favour of the point. 


I Shall next, as propofed, illuftrate the truth of 
Chrif?s proper Deity, by confidering the f-ope of 
feveral paflages in revelation, which have a relation 
to ae fabject. « 
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rF it can be fade appear from feripture, ‘that 
B our Lord Fefus Chrift created all things,—go- 
verned the world in general, and the church in 
particular, both under the Old and New Tefta- 
“thents,—was manifelted by all the god-like appear- 
“ances under the Old Teftament to the Patriarchs 
and Prophets, and under the New to the Apottles 5 =. 
—did all the mighty works we read of among his 
ancient people, t oe Jews, —aflumed the names and 
titles, and claimed the worthip and homage. due 
only to God: And whom not only the ews wor- 
thipped as their Ged and king,—but whom chrif- 
_tians on earth, and both faints and Angels in hea- 
ven do account worthy to receive all worfhip, ho- 
nour, glory, and praife. If thefe things are evi- 
dent in {cripture, none that credit revelation can 
doubt, that he i is the rRuE Gop. ; 


Tuart Fe Ae Chrift created all things, was 
proved from feveral plain texts, in page 33, and 
were it neceflary, many more might be added. 
And as we muft admit it as a truth, from fuch 
abundance of divine teftimonies, that all things 
were made by Fe/us Chri??, it muft be undeniably 
true, by a very natural confequence, that he isthe. 
ruler and governor of thein all. For the very no- 
tion of creature exiltence, implies in it a depen- 
dence upon the will and government of the creator. 
And if we fuppofe the creature to be rational, and 
confequently under a /aw, then its exiftence. as 
fuch denotes not only dependence upon the will 
of the creator, but that it is accountable to him - 
as the lawegiver, ruler, and, judge. Creator and, 
creature are relative terms, and imply the neceflity 
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of rule and government: Unlefs we couldimagine 
(which would be contradi&tory, if not blafphemous) 
‘that the creator fhewed fo much wifdom in the 

naking ef creatures, without any defign to rule 
and govern them: Or, in fhort, that he was not 
able to manage the things he had made. 


SEEING then it is infallibly true, that by the: 


immediate agency of the divine word (Fefus Chrif?) 


all things were made; He muft be the immediate | 


- ruler of the world in general, and of Angels and 
men in particular. This will be further mani- 
feft, from a confideration of the icripture account 


of fis character, who governed the church in all — 


ages. 


Awnp here we are in a great meafure confined 


to the rule and government of the church: Be- - 


-caufe revelation is a hiftory not fo much of the 
world, as of the church, and takes no moreof the 
affairs of the world into the account, than is necef- 
fary fome way or other to compleat the hiftory of 
the church. So that the Bib/e in general, may be 
called God’s hiftory of the church in allages. And 
it hath thefe two properties, which no other 
hiftory can pretend to, fr/?, that all the facts are 
infallibly related by him who was an eye witnefs, 
and directed the whole. Secondly, this hiftory is 


not confined to paft facts, which all others mutt be, 


but extends to all future periods, to the end of 
time, with the fame exactnefs asif they were paft. 
Yet, from the account we have of the church, we 
learn, that he who guided and governed it by his 
wifdom and power, alfo ruled the world in gene- 
ral, tho’ in very different refpects. 


I po not propofe to take under confideration, all 
. 3 the 
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the remarkable things which occur in the govern- 
ment of the church; this would be to tranfcribe 
almoft the whole Bible; only a few inftances, to 
make it evident, that Fe/us Chrift was the fole di- 
rector of every thing pertaining to it in all ages. 


Ir is evident beyond difpute, that in a great. 
number of appearances, recorded in the Old Tefta- 
ment, whether in a bright cloud,—flame of fire,— | 
or as aman, who is often called Angel, he who 
' fpake affumed the higheft names and characters of 
Deity. And the {pectators, as well as the facred 
penmen or hiftorians, call him Gop, JeHovan, 
&c. afcribe fuch perfections,—and give him fuch 
homage and worfhip, as are due to none but Al- 
mighty God. It muft then be equally true, that 
it was Ged who fpake, whether in the cloud, in 
the fire, or in the man, who is fo often called 
Angel. . 


THAT it was not a common Angel is plain, 
for he challenges divine worfhip, which no created 
“Angel ever did. We have many inftances of the 
appearance of other Angels, fent upon particular 
errands, both.in the Old and New Teftaments, as 
minifters in the affairs of providence; yet none of . 
thefe ever aflumed divine titles, nor would they. 
allow any kind of worfhip to be given them ; much - 
lefs did they challenge the names and honour due 
only to Ged. On the contrary, they declared 
themfelves fpecial meflengers fent by divine autho- 
rity,—exprefsly refufed divine worfhip, when 
through miftake offered them,—and_ prefaced their 
embaflies, with a thus faith the Lord. This is a 
manifeft difcrimination betwixt their chara@ter and 
him, who, in all his appearances, bears the titles 
and receives the worfhip which belong to God. 
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Ir. is likewife evident from the fcope. of. ferip- 
ture, and agreed to by every denomination of 
chriftians in general, that God under the character 
of Paternity, or he whom the {criptures call the 
Father, hath throughout the whole difpenfation of 
revelation, always maintained the character of the 
invifible God, * whom (fays the Apoftle) no man 
hath. feen, or can fee.’” Or as our Saviour affirms, 
«Not that any man hath feen the Father,—ye 
have neither heard Ais voice at any time, nor {een 
his fhape.””. As we cannot in the leaft degree cail 
in queftion fo plain a teftimony concerning the’ 
Father, by the Son, “ who only knows the Father, 
and can reveal him,” we may fafely conclude, it 
was not the Father that made thefe appearances 
which are recorded in the Old Teftament. 


Anpb as to the Holy Gho/, he never appeared 
{that we read of) as a man, or acted as an exter- 
nal meflenger; his work in ’ the divine ceconomy 
being internal upon the mind, according to what 
we can learn from revelation concerning him un- 
der that name. - 


Bur as the jee reprefent Fefus Chrifi as 
the image of the invifible God,—his expre/s image-— 
the drightne/s of his -glory,—in whom the Father 
dwells,—the revealer of the lather,—the «word of 
Ged, by whom he is manife fled and made known, 
as aman doth his mind by his words,—we have 
‘good ground to conclude, from thefe general con- 
fiderations, that: mii over divine meflenger we 
read’ of in the Old Teftament that appeared to 
good men, (by whatever manner of appearance) 
’ to whom the name of Gop ina proper tenfe, or 
Jenovan is afcribed; or to whom thefe good men 
paid worfhip and homage, due only to God: This 

meilenger 
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meflenger may with all fafety be owned to be the 
true God, tho’ he ufes fuch names as to us may 
f{eem to imply inferiority, or rather + condefcenfion ; 
and at the fame time, to be the Logos, or word of 
God, who under the New Teftament is known by 
the name Fe/us Chriff. Wage 


Tuese things kept in view, it will plainly 
‘appear to any attentive reader of the Bible, that 
he who appeared on various occafions under the 
facred titles of Gop, JEHovAH, GoD-ALMIGHTY, 
and received the worfhip-of the faints, 1s no other 
than the Lorp Jesus Curist.. 


» Bur before I fhew from particular inftances, 
that thefe appearances’ are applied to him in the 
New Teftament, it will be neceffary to remove an 
objection or two, raifed againft this doctrine in 
‘general, by fuch as are afraid of the force of it, 
an proving the proper Deity of Fe/fus Chri/t. 


THEY 


+ When we at any time fpeak of inferiority as applied to Fe/us 
Gbriff, we fhould take care not to lofe fight of bis condefcenjion, 
which has been too little attended to in the controverfy with thofe, 
who-wiH allow him to be no more than an inferior God. Tho’ he 
condefended to become man, and acted in an inferior character, 
this did not change his divine character, (which our divines have 
given too much occafion to conceive, by the terms they have.ufed 
on this fabjeét) but only fhewed his grace and condefcenfion. He 
afflamed a form when he was manifeitin flefh, which he had not 
before, but remained the fame unchangeable Jenovau. The 
very heathens teem to have underftood this notion of condefcenfion 
in. their Gods : For when Pax? and Barnabas had cured the impo- 
rent man at Ly/ira, they cried, “ The Gods are come down to us 
in the likenefs of men.’ They wondered at fo great conde/cenfion, 
but never imagined that their Gods had /eft divinity, or were: /efs 
to be worfhipped for the change of their form: For they ftill . 
gave them their higheft titles, Zupiter and Mercurius ; and their 
high Pric//, with the people, were ready to worfhip them, in the 

_moft folemn manner their religion could exprefs. But among 
chriftians, there are mapy who will not allow the Deity to be 
manifett in the fleth, in grace and condefcenfion, without denying 
him /uprems worlhip, and the charatter of the true Ged. 
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‘Trey do not deny that it was Fefus Chrift 
who made thefe appearances, and~they dare not 
deny, that the titles and worfhip due to God are 
given to him; but not fatisfied that he fhould 


have fuch honour, in a proper fenfe, they endeavour 


to account for his afiuming thele divine honours 


_ in an improper and figurative fenfé, as a meffenger, 


ambaffador, or at mott an inferior God, fent and au- 
thorized by the Great God. Hence they argue with ~ 
great affurance, ‘ That as ambafladors among men 
may fpeak in the fame manner, and receive the 
fame hononr, as thofe in whofe name they come ; 
fo Fefus Chrift, confiftent with his being a creature 
of high rank, might, asa reprefentative or de- 
puty, clothed with authority from the fupreme 
God, and reprefenting his facred Majefty, aflume 
the names, and receive the worfhip due to God.” 


- Anf. Tus argument is not only weak, but 
quite foreign tothe pomt. The antecedent, or firit 


: ese eee is not true in fact. No examples can 


e found of any ambaflador affuming his matfter’s 
titles, He who had fuch preftimption, mut be 
one of a larger fhare of pride than Rab/bakeh - - 
sinfealf, who faid, “ Thus faith the ¢reat fing of 


Affirias—my matter fent me to fpeak thefe words.” 


But according to the objection, he would have 
faid, “Iam the king of Afyria.’ Whatever pride 
Nuncios, Legates, and Ambafjadors may otherwife 
few, none of them prefume to fay, 7 am the Pope 
of Rome,—I am the king of Britain,—or, J am the 
hing of France. 


Buv tho’ the firft propofition were true, which 
itis not, yet there is not the leaft conneétion be- 
twixt it and the latter. For tho’ ambafladors 
among men were to aflume their matter’s titles 


and 


~~ 


( 64.) 


and honour, there is fome proportion, but in the 
other cafe there is none. Here the diftance is really 
infinite betwixt the greatelt creature, and the great 
God.- In the one cafe, it would be. a mifdemeanor 
betwixt man and man: But in the other, it 
would be the higheft facrilege, and would lead | 
directly to the moit abominable idolatry, in giving 
the worfhip due to Ged toany creature. We may 
venture to fay, it is impoflible that God would in- 
-. dulge men in any fuch miftake. And if to the 
impoffibility of the fuppofition, we add the abfo- 
lute fecurity God hath given us, that he will by no 
means do fo, it may cer tainly, at leaft, blunt the 
edge of fuch unguarded zeal, in favour of an argu- 
mentevery way fo unwor thy. of the chara¢ter of God, 
who has expre(sly declared, “Thou fhalt worfhip the 
Lord thy God, and him ‘only | fhalt thou ferve.. Thou 
fhalt worhip no other Ged, for the Lord thy God, 
whofe name is jealous, is a jealous Ged. lam 
: JEHOVAH, that. is my name, and my glory will I 
“hot give to another.” 


Gon, who well knew how ready the “Jeas 
were to be taken with appearances, and fall into 
idolatry, guards them againft, it in the ftrongeft 
terms. This feems to be one reafon why there 
were no appearances in human fhape to them, while 
in the wildernefs, tho’ the appearances both before 
and after that were fo, that they might have no 
foundation of framing images of God. . But j in all 
the appearances, whether in human fhape, or as 
an Angel, the titles and worthip of JEnovan were 
claimed, and freely given by Abraham, Mofes, and 
others, fo that we may juftly conclude, he who 
po NaNe was God, in. ABE moft true and proper 
nfe 


Bur 
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Bur there remains another general objection;: 
which is, that the fiery bufh,—the flame on S/nai,—- 


the pillar of cloud, and fire in which Gop appeared; 


may be called Gop and JeHovanu,. with the fame 
propriety, as ae man or ee in whom Gop 
ABPEATEs . 

An/.. He RE it muft be sprayer that eal 
the buth, fire, cloud, the man or. Angel, in which 
Gop appeared, is called Gop or Jenovan, but as 
they include the idea of Deity, that dwell in them. 
And-tho’ all the motions and geftures of the fymbol 
of Gop’s prefence, in which he appeared for the time’ 
are afcribed to Gop ; yet thefe fymbols of his pre. 
fence are never called Gop, when ‘confidered alone ; 
but only as they included the divine inhabitant. 
As David faid of the Ark, “Gop is gone up with a 
fhout.’”,—When the Ark moved, Mojfes faid, * Arife, 
JeHovanH, and let thine enemies be feattered. % 
And when it refted, he faid, ‘* Give reft, Jenovan; 
unto the many thoufands of Lfrael.”” Which could: 
not be meant of the Ark, but of the Gop whofe 
prefence it reprefented, and who is faid to dwell 
upon it. The Dove-like appearance which def-. 
cended upon Chri? at his baptifm, is called the 
Holy Ghoft : But it cannot be imagined, that the 
Dove was Gop, the Spirit; but only a fymbol of 
his prefence. And fo the fire and cloud, which 
appeared on Mount Sinai, in the taber nacle,: and: 
temple, were only, defigned as fymbols of Gop’s 


prefence, as he tells Mo/es, “ Los, Icome to thee in — 


a thick cloud.” Exo, xix..9. Iwill appearan the 
cloud BRO’ the Mercy’s feat. Lev. XVi. 2. 

T #£ names that exprefs Dare are not ufed on 
thefe occafions in a figurative and met: aphorical fenfe, 
as both the objeGions, would infinuate ; but in a. 
true 


- 
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true and divine fenfe, applied to Gon' him/elf, con- 
fidered’ in fuch a habitation’ as he for the time made 
ufe of as a fymbol of his prefence, whether it was 
acloud, or fire, the Angel, or théman. 
But in which ever one of thefe, it feems évi- 
dent from the narratives of the appearances, that 
the angelic medium was always ufed, which moved 
and fpake through what was corporeal in ‘the ap 
pearance. For the names Jenovan, Gop, and 
ANGEL, are ufed promifcuoully ; andit is faid fome- 
times the one appeared, fpake, &c. and fometimes 
the other, in the very fame appearance. But it 13 
never faid the buth, fire, cloud, or flame fpoke, 
but only Gop, or the Angel in them. By which 
it appears, that the dnge/, and not the cloud or 
fire, ailumed the divine chataéters. What makes 
this perfectly clear, is the diftin@ion which Mofes 
makes, betwixt the pillar of cloud, and the divine 
inhabitant.—(a@) “ And the Lory ‘went before’ 
them by day in a pillar of cloud, to lead them in 
the way; and by night ina pillar of fire, to give 
them light.” Compare this with what he fays a 
little after.—() «And the Angel of God, which 
went before the camp of I/rael, removed, and 
went behind them; andthe pillar of cloud went 
from before their face, and ftood behind them? - 
Thefe: two things are plain here, fr/?, that the 
pillar of cloud’ is not called the Lord) nor the 
Angel, they are mentioned as different ; the Lord 
is faid to be 7» the pillar of cloud, and the Angel 
and cloud are exprefled in mtich the fame lan- 
guage, with a copulative, pomting out they are 
not the fame. Second/y, that the Lorp (JEHOVAH) 


(@) Exo. xii'ax. (8) ibid. xiv, 19. 
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who is ‘faid to lead J, rael-in the one text, is called 


‘the AnceL in the other. 


_ Twrs is further evident from ‘the appearance 
made’ to’ Mo/es ‘in the burning buth, where it is 
faid, ‘(c) « And the Angel of the Lorn appeared unto 
him-in aflame of fire, out of the midft of the 
-bufh,—and. Gop called to him out of the mid 


Of the:buth,—and faid, I” am the Gop of thy fa- 
‘ther, the Gop of Abraham, the Gop of Lfaac, 
andthe Gop of Jacob, And Mofes hid his face, 
for'he was afraid’ to | look upon Gop.’ In the 
‘beginning of this paflage, he is called Angel, in the 


other parts of it, the Lorp Gop, Jexovan, the | 


‘Gop of Abraham, I am, &c. ‘And the very fame 
who appeared in. the buth, and on Mount Sinai, 
who affumed thefe divine titles and worfhip, .Ste- 
phen exprefsly calls the Angel—(d.) « The Angel 
which appeared to him (Mojes). in the bufh,—this 
is he that was in the church in the wildernefs, 
with the Angel which fpake to him in Mount Sinai.’ 
By an impartial reading of the narTative, it will 
be plain, that Jesovan, who, appeared in ithe 
’ -buth,—gave the law on Mount Sinai, and led the 
people in the wildernefs, is the fame with the .An- 
gel, fo often mentioned in the hiftory, and referred 
to by Stephen. ; : 


AMONG many particular paflages that:might — 


_ be brought to prove this, to the above, I {hall only 
add Facob’s account of it.—(e) “ The Angel of God 
fpake unto _me ina dream, faying, Faced: And, 

~T faid, here am I, and he faid,—I am the Gop of 

_ Beth-el, where thou anointed the pillar.’ cn 

when 


(6) Exo. titea, 456. (2) -Adts ‘vii. 35, 38, (¢) Gen, xxxi. 
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_ when he was blefling Fo gfeph’s. alae he faid, Cf) 
« Gop, before whom my father Abraham, and Taac 
did walk, the Gop that fed me all my life long 
unto this day, the AnceL which redeemed: me 
“from all evil, blefs the lads.” In both places: Gad 
“and Angel are’ {poken of as the fame. Nay, the 
Pits exprefsly calls himfelf the God of Beth-el. 


Bu r, becaufe. ‘not elie ae i PenClemien, tine 

‘ Breall I have been confidering, but others, who 
-are eftéemed orthodox interpreters of {cripture, 
c have exercifed their talents of criticifm, in attempt- 
“ing to prove that the Angel. mentioned in the laft 
*£ext, sis-a created one, not the fame, but an. infe- 
“For: ‘being to God, who is mentioned in the fame 
"fort ;°1 hope” the reader | will, ‘have _me_excufed, 
. “awhile I endeavour’ to ‘relcue the. text. from - fuch 
a manifett Ampofition. | eee 3c 





ery: os EPH. ine brought his two fons Reve 
«his father, the 2 nged Patriarch opens the interview, 
: with” ‘a ‘recapitulition of the appearance and BrO- 
_ moifes which “God Almightly made to; him at Lur, 
“which placehe called Beth-el, (or the houfe of Gon) 
“on t hat folemn’occafion.—(g) As Gop had there 
~ promifed to multiply his feed, he ‘takes this unex- 
“petted event asa pledge ‘of the | complete fulfit- 
ling thereof. “I had not (fays he) thought to 
fee thy face: And lo, Gop hath fhewed me thy 
“feed? And being filled with a fenfe of Gop’s 
“abundant goodness to him, he ‘proceeds to fuppli- 
veatecfor the fame bleflings to’ JFofeph’s fons, which 
had been promifed to himfeie™ Now it cannot be 
ifuppofed, that’ hé would invocate’ any other. than 
pied fame Almighty God, who had promifed, and fo far 


mS ‘above: 


(fF) Gen. Iavittc ts, 160 (g) ibid. xxviii. TQ 
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above. his, expedations,, already. Emopp at his '‘pro- 
| mites unto him. ) 


\ 


- Ia hould. alfo'be carefully :attended: to, that 
upon the vilitation at Beth-el, Facob vowed to Gon, 
_ faying; “ <¢ If Gop will be math me, and will keep me 
_in the way, that’ Igo, and will give. me bread to cat, 
_ and raiment to put,on; fo that lcome again: in 
peace, to. my father’s, howe s Then fhall the Lorp 
be my. Gov.” .And*here he acknowledgeth the 
receipt’ of, what he’then. prayed for, faying, “ The 
Gop. that fed me allamy life: long: unto, this day, 
the ‘Angel that redeemed me from all evil, blefs the 
lads.” \..Dhe fame Gen; heyhad vowedito,: and ex- 
_ pected, protection, from, that had; fed; him;: and 
redeemed, him from all. evil, he now, addreflesin 
_ favour, of, the lads. ; which - proves the) ANGEL «to 
be the: fame with;Gop,in the preceding. claufe, 
and: the. Ged. ee hie appears tor patel at 
Beth: a wal ve if 


tt 
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an UT. eres is “All. more: peers from roa a 
. fir udtion .of the, language.Facod, aafess (For, 
_ words, ‘here tranflated; Gopieand’ ANGEL,o ee 
each, aw demonfirative. prefixedybefore: thet, which 
"points them. out to be’ the fame, whereas had they 
“been different, of neceflity there would have been’ a 
 copulative betwixt them. | That: Ged, that Angel, 
that fed.;me,..and.-redeemed me,” mouths point-at 
the fame obje&t.. But had it been “ the Gop that 
fed me, afd the , Angel that redeemed me,’ it 
would, have pointed ,ont.different objects. Many 
crities;.read. Peter’s,. fhort;.confeflion of | faith,— 
«Thou art that Chrift> that fonof the living 
Gop.” None will deny that Peter meant. the 
fame Bat oe in vee and fo the object of Facob’s 


addre{s 


( w) 
_addrefs muft ‘be«the fame, -feeing: ae ‘demoriftra- 
tives are prefixed. 


Aw p not /only ‘fo, “but ‘the: Serb ‘here uifed is 
fingular, which:would-be1a manifeft! “impropriety, 
-if there were: two. intended ‘fo ‘very different™as ‘the 
Almighty ‘God, and a\created Angel. “Could we fup- 
spofe:the: abfurdity which fome maintain, of j joim- 
ang ‘them ° together in /an ‘addrefs+” yet, to inake 
sits fenfe, it would -read,. \“‘-may they! bleis : ets But - 
,to join :twofo.very - different. Beinies: together, -and . 
, ‘then ay a my che ciprdie 38 coat tae ‘mcongrusus. 


Brikrbery if we! Lfuppelet the Angel here a 
ereated. one, it will make. ‘Facob’s prayer’ to-‘be 
“avery irreligious. ‘For that-which the Angel -is faid 

to .do, 1s.only «proper ‘ ‘for Gop. “To delivér’ his 
-peoplefrom ‘all: evil, is what’ he has promifed, and | 
-what:they: daily-pray for, ‘as‘expreffed in’ our Lerd’s 
fummary, “¢ Deliver us from all evil. Many rare 
the afflictions of the righteous, but the Lord de- 
livereth them out ‘of them all’ This ‘is’ what 
‘they neither expect from, -nor pray ‘to ‘any Angel 
‘to.do.. Indeed -thofe .of the Popifh perfuafion, in 
which Angel worthip is included, may: And it is 
moft likely »that this notion, with» ‘many others, 
‘Have been taken without exanimation “from their. 
fyitems, who mutt hold -this ‘to be a‘ created An- 
| gel, ‘the’ better.to {upport Angel : ee 


‘La is admirable: how ‘any -can “imagine, dae 
‘Facob would give to any! mere creature ‘the facred 
-title of his Redeemer, feeing’ it isthat which‘ the faints 
\glory in, as:proper.to Gop -onlys and. what he 
chaliengeth as-his peculiar prerogative. <“ O- Lord, 
‘faith David) my-ftrength-and my Redeemer. This. 
faith the Lerd, your Redeemer. As for our Re- 

deemer, 
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deemer, the Lord of Uofts is his name. O Lord, 
our Redeemer, thy name is from everlafting,”’ 
(Our Redeemer from everlafting is thy, name, Mar- 
gin.) It would be robbing Gop to give the 
_ glory of this title to any creature. i i 


We may jultly conclude, that Facob had the 
fame object of worfhip in view, when _bleffing 
Fyeph and his fons, that he had immediately after 
when blefling Fofeph among his other fons; there. 
he afcribes all to Gop, faying,—(/) ‘ His hands 
were made ftrong by the mighty Gop of Facod : 
even by the Gop of thy father, who fhall help 
thee; and by the Almighty, who fhall blefs thee.” 


I suaru only add here, that the Angel men- 
tioned in this paflage, is the fame with the Gop 
before whom Abraham and Ifaac did walk, which 
phrafe implies the whole of their religion; as it is 
- faid of Enoch, “ he walked with Gop.’ It is: the 
fame Ange/ that appeared to Facob in Padanarum, 
and faid, I am the Gop of Beth-el: The fame 
redeeming Angel that anfwered him in his afflictions : 
To whom he cried for help at the mecting of his 
brother E/au. The fame.that fed and /ed him and 
his pofterity. The Angelthat J/aiah calls Gop’s 
prefence, who in his love faved them, and in his 
pity redeemed them,—who bare and carried them 
all the days of old,—delivering them from all evil, 
and increafing them into a multitude in the earth, 
which was the anfwer of Facob’s prayer in. the text : 
And on the whole, proves that the dnge/ mention- 
ed here, is the fame object with God, whom he ad- 
drefles under thefe two names. 


THERE is one thing I have to mention here, 
ne which 


(4) Gene Kx. 24, 25, 
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which will put the, general paint, Tt am pleading 
for, entirely beyond all difpute.. And I am fur- 
prized, that none of all the difputers’ for the diyi-, 
nity of Chri/t, ever ‘took. any notice ‘of it, viz. 
That wherever the word Angel is joined | with. Jeno- 
vau, there is no poffefive prefixed to them in the 
Hebrew. What we have tranflated the Angel of the 
Lord, ‘is the’ ANGEL JEHOVAH, | which certainly, 
proves them ‘to be the fame. And through all the 
Old Teftament it is fo, when - they are joined to- - 
gether. For ‘the 'reader’s fatisfaction, the follow- 
ing texts may be confulted in the original, which 
he will, find without any pofleffive fign. il 
“Grn. xvi. We On TOS 11+ Chap. xxii. 11. Num. 
XXU. 23, 24, 25, 275 31, 34> 35+ Judg. ii. 15,4. 
Chap. Ln 35 16, te. wo. Ble Chap. Wiles. Chap. 
Wile 12,01, 92. 7 Kings mix. 7 2 Kings i 1. 
3, 15+ Chap. xix. Pied Chro. ERI, 325 UG,” 18, 
(30: 2 Sam, xxiv. 16." Pha. XXXIV. 7. and XXAV. 
BS) Zech) i. ges eh Chap. i ili. hat 6. EP: Xi. 
8. mi tes feveral others. | ant 


. Ty H-0” seciee! be “no” polleffive fion prefixed to 
Angel, when joined to Jenovany, yet “theré’i 4s, when 
ree Goined with * ELouim, which is tranflated 
Gop. This may -point out to us ‘the humble de- 
pendent charatter, in’ which the Meffiah’ acted as 
the -meffenger of KLoHIM, which is a plural. Not- 
withitanding, fince the w ord Ange] is joined with 
JEHOVAH, ae the pofleffive ‘fizn, it fhews that 
his ftate of dependence was voll! itary, and that he 
lofes no claim to fupremacy: by that voluntary de- 
pendence’: ft fairly points out, that our Saviour, 


‘the 
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* Exo. xiv. 19. i Sam. Xxix. 9. .2 Sam. xiv. 17, 29, Chap. 
xime27, In Judg. xiii. 6. it wants the pefleflive, 
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the Angel, or meffenger for us, was never. lefs 
than JEHovAH, and that in both characters, as to 
their fignification to his church, he is equally re- 
lated to them. But when Angel is joined with 
ELonim, it fhews that the AnceL Jrnovau 
humbled himfelf to be a meflenger by ceconomy 
of ELouim to guilty men, to inftruct them in 
heavenly wifdom. In the charaéter of the ANGEL 
JeHovAH, our Saviour fhews his one-nefs or unity, 
as Emmanuel; but in the character of the ANGEL of 
- Exrouim, he fhews his partnerfhip in the fcheme 
of man’s redeniption with the Father and Holy 
“Ghoft. We may therefore conclude, that as 
Chrij?’s name, as the Angel or meflenger, and that 
of JeHovau conftantly fignify the fame perfon, 
in the Old Teftament, the Me/fenger and JeHovan 
muft be one, that is, Fe/us Chrift the. melfenger is 
Jenovan. And tho’ he be the mefenger of E1o- 
HIM, in the way of partnerfhip in the fcheme of 
man’s falvation, yet as Emmanuel, he aflumes one 
of the’ fupreme titles that is attributed to Deity in 
{cripture, — ae : asp ttiad 


“As there are but two texts, Gen. xxviii. 12, 
and xxxii. -1. where the word Ange/, as a plural, 
is joined to JeHovan, in which it 1s hoff or armies. 
there is no fear of miftaking the meaning for want 
of the pofleflive. When Angelis joined with Berith, 
or covenant, it has the pofleflive, Mal. ii. 1. Per- 
haps for the fame reafon that it is fo when joined 
with ELouiM. We: 

Havine thus far cleared the fubje&, 1’ come 
now to fhewthat Jesus Curis was this ANGEL 
Jenovau,—this Gop,—the ALMIGHTY Gop,— 
the Kine oF IsraEL, whom they wor/bipped and 
adored. \t would be far too tedious to confult the 
| narrativ¢ 
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narrative of all the appearances he made in the 
Old Teftament, and thew how they may, or really 
are applied to him : Or enter particularly into all the 
arguments that might be advancedin proof of this 
point. I thall only felect a few, which I prefume,, 
if impartially confidered, may not only ferveas a 
key to the reft, but to the fcope of the Old 


4 


- Teftament, 


_ I weep nat ftay to prove that Fe/us Chrift was 
that image of Gop, after which man was created 
this is manifeft from the text itfelf, compared with 
the New Teftament character of Chrif?, as the 
image of Gop. But this we muft obferve, that as 
the image after which man was made, in a parti- 
cular manner referred to that dominion man was 
endowed with oyer the lower creation; it muft ne- 
ceflarily infer that Fe/us Chri, the image of Gop 
atc which he was made, had a real and univerfal 
dominion over all things. And it feems as evident 
that Gop appeared to man at firft in his own 
fhape, which could not fail to convince him, that 
even as to his body he was made in the image of 
Gop, that is, in {uch a form as Gop did at that 
time, and would frequently after affume, in order 
to converfe with men. This he did with Adam 
While innocent, and alfo after he finned,—with Cain, 
who is faid to go. out from the prefence of the. 
Lord after the dialogue betwixt Gop and hitn,—— 
to, dbraham, Faced, Fofbua, Gideon, Manoah, Ezekiel, 
Daniel, and {feveral other of the Prophets... This 
could be no. common Angel, for he is always called 
jeHovan,—not the Father, nor the Spirit, for rea- 
fons given above; therefore it muft have been 
Lak Chrift, who, made thefe appearances in human 
form, yet called the Loxp Gop, asa prelude of 
; Bibra ss 
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his appearance in real ficth ii the fullnes of time, 
: gi thé Apoftle fays, was Gop manifefted if the 


Wuen he who appeared is promiftuoutly eal- 
led Gop and! Awest, it is plaih that Fe/us Chriff 


is meant. In that inftance of Fdeod blefling 


Fofeph’s fons, it: was proved that God and Angel 
are the fame, andit is equally confpictious that 
ne Chrif? is‘ meant by both, from the terms which 


facob exprefies himfelf in, which are only appli- — 


cable to’ Fefes Chri, in the common: language of 
revelation, = , 


“Tuer Angel,’ or meflenger, this is emphati 
cally applied to Chri/? by Malachi.—(a) “ The Lord, 
whom ye feek, fhall fuddenly come to his temple : 
Even the meffenger of the covenant, whom ye delight 
in’? The Angel that redéemed me,’ my kinfman 
redeemer.. This is a name peculiat to Chri/f, of 


whom that inftitution of redemption by kinfmen 


among the ews, was afladow. Fob, who lived 
_ in thefe ancient periods with Facob, makes an’ ex+ 

cellent difcovery of the fame character of Chrifiim+ 
(6) “I know, faith he, that my redeemer liveth, 
(I know my kinfman redéeemer) and that he fhall 
ftand upon the earth.”” (The omega hall rife from 
the earth.) This is certainly applicable to none 
but Chri/?, whofe day both Facob and Fob, (as well 
as- Abraham) faw afar off, and was glad. 


Ir is further evident that Chri/f is meant inthe 
text, from his character of a j/hepherd being- fo 
plainly expreffed in it. This Chri/? himfelf chal- 
lengeth as his office, in a peculiar manner.—‘ I 

: am 


(a) Mal iii. 1t. (4) Job xix. a5, 
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am the good fhepherd.” The Pfalmift and Pro- 
jphets often fpeak of him under this name.— 
** The Lord is my fhepherd. He hall feed his 
flock like a fhepherd.”” And Faceb calls him “ the 
mighty of Jacob, the /hepherd, the ftone of I/rael.”” 
Jacob, and his feed, are denominated the flock of 
Chrifts. * Thou leddeft thy flock, by the hand of . 
Mofes and Aaron ;”’ . which privilege, Jacob on his 
'‘death-bed very thankfully acknowledgeth his part 
‘of: “ The Gop, before whom my fathers Abra- 
ham and Ifaac did walk,—the Gop that fed me 
all my life long unto this day,—the Angel that 
- redeemed me from all evil.’’ It is hence evident,that 
Fefus Chrift \ed and guided Abraham and his potte- 
rity in all their peregrinations, and it is he whom 
they worfhipped as their God and king. 


- Gop faid to Mofes, (c) “ Behold, I fend an Azn- 
gel before thee, to keep thee in the way, and to 
bring thee into the place which I have prepared. 
Beware of him, and obey his-voice; provoke him 
not, for he will not pardon your tranfgreffions, 
~ for my name 1s in him’? (in the midft of him.) This, 
_ with what remains of .the paragraph, comes in fo 

abruptly in this chapter, without connection with 
what goes before or follows it, that fome are of 
opinion, it properly belongs to the 33d chapter, | 
where Mo/fes is begging of Gop to let him know 
how the people fhould be guided into the land he 
had promifed them. Gop tells him “ his pre- 
fence fhould go with them,” and here he promifes 
to fend his Ange/ to lead them, in whom his name is. 
Now, as his prefence muft mean himfelf; fo. the 
name of Gop is put for himfelf by the Pfalmift, 
"The name of the Gop of Facob defend thee.’? 
Seite ed. ea, be And | 


* 


, 


(c) Exo. xxiii, 20, ar. 
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And as his mame was in the Angel, it muft intimate 
a real in-dwelling of Deity in him. There can no 
reafon be given, why Chri? might not have Deity 
dwelling in him in his angelic charatter, as well 
as after he became flefh, when it is faid, “ in him 
dwelleth all the fullnefs of the God-head (Deity) 
bodily”’ That is, in him who now had a real 
body. 


By the name of God, we are to underftand that 
_ defcription he hath given of himfelf in revelation, 
whereby he is known to men ; and this is only in 
— Fefus Chrift, whofe character is the fum of revela- 
tion. The name of Gop is fo in him, as he can 
be known only by him. This Chri/? affirms him- 
felf. ‘* No man knoweth the Father, but he to 
“whom the Son doth reveal him.” Malachi fays, 
“<The name of the Lord fhould be great among 
the Gentiles; and that in every place incenfe and 
a pure offering fhould be offered up unto his zame 
‘by the heathen.” This muft refer to the clearer 
and more general difcoveries of Fe/us Chri/? in the 
-gofpel, and the homage and worfhip given to him 
by the great number of Genti/e converts to chri- 
tianity. When Chrif prays the Father to “ glo- 
rify his Name,”’—it feemsto be of the fame import 
as when he prays that he would “ glorify his Son.” 
In this fenfe may that part of the fummary of prayer, 
which Chrif? dictated to his difciples, be under- 
ftood. ‘* Our Father who art in heaven, hallowed 
be thy name, (thy Chri/? who is thy name, as by 
- him thou art manifefted to us) Thy kingdom come;” 
which is under his adminitiration as the king and 
law-giver. thereof. 


Turis Angel, who is called the prefence of 
Gop, in whom his name is, J/aiah calls the Savi- 
| ; our, 


our, and adds, “In all their afflittions he was — 
afflicted, (or in all their ftraits they were: not be- 

fieged) the Angel of his prefence faved them: In 
his love and “in his pity, he redeemed them,and 
carried them all the days of old.” This is the 


fame of whom Malach: {péaks,—* The Lorp, — 


whom ye feek, {hall fuddenly come to his temple; 
even the meffenger (which is the meaning of the 
word Angel) of the covenant whom yé delight ~ 
in.’ This is none other than Fefus Chr, - 
the fame who is called the Angel of God's pre- 
fences in whom his name is, who had the powér 
and prerogative of. Gop in pardoning or retain» 
ing the people’s fins at his pleafure, and who claim 
ed the titles, authority, and worthip of Almighty 
God. | ; 


I must confefs, that the account we have from 
Eufebius gives room to think the ancients were of 
adifferent opinion concerning this Azge/, who is — 
promifed to lead I/rael into Canaan; which is, 
that as Mo/es, by divine authority gavethe title of 
anointed to Aaron, asa type of Chrif?, the great 
high prieft; fo upon Fo/bua’s defeating the Amali- 
kites, whofe name before was O/bea, he added the 
firft letter of Fehovah to his name, pointing him 
. forth as an eminent type of Chrz/? in his regal office, 
as JEHoyAH the Saviour, by his name Fofhua, 
which is the fame with Je/us a Saviour :: And alfo 
in his remarkable conquelt of //rae/’s enemies, and 
bringing them into the promifed land. And when 
our Lord was to aflume flefh, he received thisname 
Fefus by commiflion from heaven, in allufion to — 
fo eminent a type of him, as a. Saviour. There- 
fore they conclude, that the Angel promifed to 
lead J/rael, is no other than Fofbua or Fefus 
(as he is oftener than once called in the New Tefta- | 

‘maent} 
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ment) the fucceflor of Mees; whom the people were 
commanded to gbey, becaufe he bare the fame 
name, that he himfelt was to be known by, when 
he fhould actually appear in flefh. And whereas 
‘it is faid, “* Fle will not pardon your tran{ereflions,”’ 
(or let your rebellion go unpunithed) It points out 

Oa having only the executive power of laws — 
already made, committed to him; and that he 
would not have that accefs as a temporary media- 
tor, which Mofes had of coming into the prefence 
of Gop, to fave them from punifhment when 


. they had finned. 


Ir this, rather than the other, be chofen’as the 
fenfe, it makes the point I am proving equally 
ftrong: As by taking the dyge/ in this fenfe, then 
Fees. Chrif? is the God that promifes to fend the 
Angel, and favour the people with his prefence, if 
they would obey him. | 


A very little confideration will lead any one 
to fee, that it was Fe/us Chri? who gave the law, 
and made that auguit and folemn appearance on 
Mount Sinai, claiming the divine authority of giv- 
ing laws to J/rac/, under the facred titles of Jeuo- 
vau their Gop. In the epiftle to the Hebrews, the 
Apottle fays,—(d) “ See that ye refufe not him 
that {peaketh : For if they efcaped not who refufed 
him that fpake on earth, much more fhall not 
we efeape, if we turn away from him that {peaketh 
from. heaven : Whofe voice then fhook the earth: But 
now he hath promfed, faying, yet once more I fhake 
not the earth only, but heaven alfo.” This fhaking 
of the earth refers to the convulfions of Mount 
Sinai, at the giving of the law. It is Fefws, the 

pa kk in mediator 


{d) Heb. xii. 25, 26 
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mediator of the New Teftament,’ whom he is here 

{peaking of, as is moft clear from the context, 
<< whofe voice Lays he) foook the earth, &c.” The 
-promife mentioned is alforeferred to him. ‘ He 
(Fefus, for there is no other antecedent to this re- 
lative) hath alfo promifed, &c.” The words of 
the promife are taken from Haggaz, (e) Who tells 
us, it was the Lorp Gop that faid fo; but. the 
Apoftle fays it was Jesus. It is therefore mani- 
feft that Jesus, the mediator of the New Tefta- 
ment, is JeHovan the Gop of J/rael, who gave 
the law on Mount Sinai,—and the Lorp Gop, men- 
tioned by Haggai. | ; . ta 


Ir will make this argument more confpictous, 
if we confider him who 1s faid to /peak on earth, to 
be Chri? in his angelic character under the Old 
Teftament: (Not Mofes, as commonly fuppofed) 
And he who fpeaks from heaven, the fame Fe/us 
Chrif? in his glorious exaltation as a Son, at the Fa- 
ther’s right hand.; The antithefis then will not be be- 
twixt Chri/?- and Mofes, but betwixt the character of» 
Chrift, under the more obfcure difpenfation of 
the Old Teftament, and the clear difcoveries of 
“his grace. and power as an afcended king and law- 
‘iver. The Apoftle’s {cope in the paflage, is not 
to compare Mofes and Chrif?; but the darknefs and — 
awfulnefs of the difpenfation of the Jaw, compared 
to a yoke of bondage ; with the freedom and /piritu- 
ality, the clearnefs. and /weetne/s of the go/pel: And 
having proved that the excellencies and privileges 
of the one, arefuperior to the other, as to evidence, 
‘the one being dark and cloudy, the other clear and 
perfpicuous. As to extent,—the former being con- 
fined to the Fews, and a few profelytes of the 
Gentiles; the latter extends to the whole world,— 

. its 
(e) Hag. ii. 6, 
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its converts are out of all nations, &c. As to 
wor/bip,—the one being a yoke, the other fpiritual 
and eafy: The one excels the other alfo in the 
plenitude and efficacy of the gifts beftowed. The 
Apottle having made the difference fo plain, he 
then makes a very natural conclufion, that there- 
fore the obligation to attend the duties required, 
were in proportion to the privileges beftowed, and 
- the danger of contempt heightened accordingly. 


Wautcu ever way the reader inclines to take this 
part of the Apoftle’s argument, it holds true, that 
jesus is the Lorp or Hosts, who fhook the 
earth in that tremendous manner when he gave 
the law,—and he whom Mbfes and the people 
feared and worfhipped on that folemn occafion. 


- He who appeared to Fofhua on the banks of 
lire calls himfelf the “ Captain of the Lorp’s 
ofts 5”? and by this title, intimates for his en- 
couragement, that as he had protected the people 
in the wildernefs, fo now he appeared ready armed. 
- to lead them againit the formidable nations,which he | 
had formerly promifed to drive out before them. © 
This character is fo much the fame with the 
© Captain of falvation,”’ given to Chrift in the 
- New Teftament, that none can doubt it was he 
who appeared to Fo/bua. 


He alfo appeared to Manoah, and called himfelf 
by a xame, which, by the Prophet //aiah, is given 
to Fefus. (f) “ Why afkeft thou after my name 
(faith he to Manoah) feeing it is wonDERFUL 2” 
asin the margin. (g) “ His xame (even the child 
that fhould be born, and the fon given) fhall’ be 
called WONDERFUL.” | 
. | From 
(f), Judg. xiti, 1g. (g) Ifa. ix. 6. 
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Fro m thefe examples, it is plain that it was 
Fefus Chiift, who. made the appearances, and claim- 
ed the honours of Deity. And were it necedlary, 
we might, to the teftimony of the Apoftles. and 
Prophets, add the fuffrage of the ancient Jews 
and chriftian Fathers, who afcribe thefe ex reflions 
of feripture to the word of God,—the Memra or 
Logos,—and often to the Meffiah, where he is re- 
prefented in a vifible manner converfing with men, 
or coming to fave them. Now, among the an- 
cient Jews, the Memra or Logos, (that is the word 
of God) often fignifies God him/felf,—fomething zx 
and of God,—fome divine principle belonging to the 
effence of God, whereby he tranfacts his affairs with 
creatures: It alfo with them fignified a glorious - 
Spirit, fuperior to all angels, 7 whom God put his 
name,—in whom he refided in a peculiar manner, as 
in a habitation, which they called the Shetinah. 
Both thefe ideas may be united in the Meffah. 
However, it is certain, that thete {criptures, where 
Gop is reprefented in a vifible manner, eminently, 
as a Saviour to his people, have been imterpreted 
concerning Chri/?, by ancient Fes, chriftian Fa-. 
thers, and ‘the Apofiles themfelves. From which 
we may conclude, that proper Deity is included in 
his character: For thefe * ancient Jews and facred 

writers, 

* The Jews fuppofed fomething very edtianrdinary and divine . 
in the /etters which make the word Jexovan, and the higheft 
profanation for azy to pronounce them, but the Aigh-prief once a 
year; they therefore ncver wrote or pronounced ihe word, but 
fubftituced the word Aponat inftead of it, And this conceit they 
carried fo far, as to Imagine that whoever could pronounce them 
truly, might work miracles, and controul nature at pleafure. 
Hence they pretend to account for the power our Saviour had to 
work miracles by this forged ftory ; that he gaiking admiffion tnto 
~ the temple, ftole the name Jrxovan, rightly wrote and pointed, 

as it fhould be pronouced, and by virtue of this divine fecrer 


a ronehe his miracles, and might have wrought as many as he 
» would, 
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writers, had och an awful fenife of che pe a 
ent ‘excellency. of the Great Gop, and-of his jea- 
loufy. for his own ‘name and. enowty that they 
would not dare to attribute his moft Fibuie titkes,- 
characters, and glories to any mere creature, or to 


any, thing mhiche had not Be and proper Deity. 


7, HEREFORE to tleey. tense! glorious titles 
Jeuovan, Lorp Gop, the,Gop of Lfrael, &es toler 
long to Chri?, or to interpret them into fuch a 
diminutive fenfe as may belong toa created -heing, 
without unity to Deity, is to deny the moft plain 
and obvious fenfe and meaning a: tbophsilie freaks 


nuriters and ancsent: Jews. oo 


B ut I Rigenoye anotien: dfiulty,. which 
bes -perhaps. will reckon infurmountable. on, this 
plan. “He who. fuftains the, character of Gop 


_ under: the Old ‘Teftament, often Apeaks: of. another 


Ci: tee «cos b 


Shieh is no other than fis Chrift. “Now rm Chrif 


_be the fpeaker, he mutt, prate PE hin gilegernia 


to fend himjelf, ie to THO C80): si0% 


baa E difficulty here j is a Koen nie Ldntepen ae 
ble,. if one thing is duly attended, tO, that wherever 


_ he is promifed, as the /eed of the woman,—of Abra- 


bam or David,—as the righteous branch,—a fon, or 
fervant or whatever other name, ‘they all refer to 


that part of his ceconomical charaGer, in,which, he 


appeared to be inferior to Gop, in that ftate of 
‘humiliation he had.to undergo for ‘the falvation 
of mankind. ‘Phere is therefore no incongruity 


in his. affaming the majelty of Deity, and yet fore- 


telling his tranfaétions in that low and ahafed cha- 
racter, which he was to appear in as the fervant of © 
Gop, and Saviour of men. This idea will appear 

ftrange, 
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ftrange, perhaps, tothem who have not accuftomed 
themielves to read-the Old Teftanient in that view: 
But alittle feriows attention will reconcile them to 
it as a truth, ‘which’ is. intelligible and plain in 


itfelfyocinicut toa ; } che 
Lier ‘fuch only confider -thefe paflages of the 
- Old Teftament, where Fe/us Chrif? under the title 
of: JenovAn makes promifes, and foretels events 
concerning what ‘he’ would do for the church in 
future times,'‘which he (Fefus Chriff) performed — 
_ and fulfilled'in his’ own perion, and are exprefsly 
applied-to him inthe New. Teftament. ‘This will 
‘clearly thew, that while he was fuftaining the ma- 
jefty of Deity, as the Gop and king of J/rael, and 
{peaking of another, (as it would appear at firft 
fight’ tothe inattentive reader) that it was himfelf 
under another character, in which he was to.appeat 
for the fulfillitie the great purpofes of Gop ‘cont 
cerning mankind.» A few examples will make this 
abundantlyevidenti) 9 
‘ ey rae Al WEVA se & 


(bh) & “AND -yedhall know that I am the Lox 
your Gop,—I will pour out my Spirit upon all 
Hefh, and your fons and your daughters fhall pro- 
phefy,—and ‘whofoever fhall call on thé name of 
the Lorp (Jenovan) ‘fhall be ‘delivered ;' for in — 
“Mount Zion and in’ -Ferufalem fhall be deliverance, as 
the Lorp hath faid'; and in ‘the remnant. whom > 
the Lorp {hall call? “The Apoftle ‘Peter applies 
_the whole of this to that extraordinary effufion of 
the Spirit-at Pentecoft, which Chri? had promifed 
that se would feidwhen he went away. And Pau/ 
exprefsly applics‘what is faid by Jenovan in Foel 
to Fefus Chrif?.’ Having mentioned thefe words,— . 
«679 . i ee: «& Who- 

“Xh) Joelii. 27,—42. 9 
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(2) Whofoever fall call on the name of the. Lord, 
fhall be faved,” he prefently accommodates them to 
him who brought ¢ glad tidings of. good things to 
both Fews and Chass: in whom they fhould be- - 
lieve, which can be no other than (é) SFefus Chrift. 


AFTER the Pfalmift haa given a fummary of 
Gop’s wonderful works among the children of 
Ifrael, he fays, (/) «* This is the hill Gop defireth 
to dwell in ; JeHovan will dwell in it for. ever: 
The chariots of Gop: are twenty thoufand,—the 
Lorp is among them as in Mount Sinai—thou 
haft afcended on high, thou haft led captivity cap- 
tive, and received gifts for the rebellious alfo, that . 
the Lorp Gop might dwell among them.” This 
in the very words of the Plafmift is applied to @” 
Fefus Chrift by the Apotile. 


(n)“* JEHOVAH “reigneth, let the earth be 
glad, —confounded be. they that ferve. graven 
images : Worthip im all ye Gons.” This paflage 

points out the glory of the Gentile nations, when 
falvation’ fhould be brought to them by Fe/us 
Chrift, and their idolatry deftroyed by the fuccefs 
of his gofpel. Then the commandment is to the 
Gops to worlhip sim. It no ways affe&ts the pre- 
fent argument, whether the Gops mentioned. here, 
are Angels, or princes, of the Gentzles ; it is plain, 
that whether or both be meant, they are command- 
ed to worfhip JEHOVAH ‘that reigneth. But the 
- Apoftle interprets this of Chri/?, (c) and applies 
the very words of the Pfalmift to him. — 


i GAT Ny 
(2) Rom X.12, 1) (&) Com. Ifa. Ixi. t, 2 with Luke iv. 17, 


18, 19. (/) Pla. Ixvilt, 7,—18. (7) gi iv. 7—1%. (”) Pla. 
XCVIl. X,—7- ae heb, tobe ta 5, 
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 Acary, the Phlmift for etelling the elory of 
thit time, when Jews and Gentiles fhould be one 
church under Chri/?, fays, (p) “ The heathen thall 
fear ‘the name of the Lorp, and all kings of the 
earth thy glory : The Lorn fhall aediate his name 
in Zion, and his praife in Ferufalem, when the peo- 
ple are gathered together, and the kingdoms (of 
the Gentiles) to ferve the Lorp. Of. old haft thou 
laid the foundations of the earth, and the heavens 
aie the work of thy hands ; they. fhall perifh, but — 
thou art'the fame, &c. This is alfo aca to (9) 

Chri by the fame “Apoftle. 


ip is sahvertally acknowledged, even by‘ the 
Fens, that the 2d Pfalm is a defcription of the 
kingdom and government of the Mefiah. “And 
as kings and governors are there required to yield 
obedience to him, or be punifhed for rebellion 
againtt-him, their fovereign, it is evident, he is not 
only king in Zzon, but governor over the heathen 
to ‘the uitmoft ends of ‘the earth. The way the 
feverity. ‘fender ‘this ~paflage, makes it more plain. 
(But I'am appointed king under him, upon 
his holy hill “of Zron, to make known the contfti- 
tution of Jeovan : Tor Jenovan hath faid un- 
to me, ‘&c.” From ‘which it appears, that all go- - 
vernment was then in the hand of Cdri/?, as well 
as itis tow, which “he affirms himfelf. “The 
Father judoeth ‘no man; but hath committed all 
sgh (government) unto the Son.” ; 


‘Tue Pfalmit fays, —“ Thou art my “kinig, 0 
Gov, koi and deliverances for Jacob.” Pia. xliv. 
and in the fame Pfalm adds, * ae thy fake we 

. are 


(pp) Pla, chi, 45, 16,—25. (g) Heb. i, ro, 11, 12. (r) Ph. 
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_ are we killed all theday long,weare counted as theep 

for the. flaughter.”’ Paul cites thefe words, when 
he is fhewing how impoflible it was to feparate him 
and the believing Romans from the love of Chri/f. © 
Which fhews that he who was the Gop and king 
of Ifrael, is the fame Fefus Chrift, for whofe fake 
the faints in Paul’s time fuffered tribulation, diftrefs, 
perfecution, &c. Rom. vii. 35, 36. | 


If is obvious to every attentive reader, that one 
of the moft ftriking defcriptions we have concern- 
ing Gop in revelation, is given by Jaiah, (s) 
Whofe glory, faith he, filled the earth,—whom 
feraphs adored as Lop of the whole earth,—who 
is called the king, the Lorp of hofts. Yet this 
is applied in the plaineft terms to Fefus Chrift by 
 Fobn, (f) “* Thefe things faid J/aias, when he faw 
bis glory and fpake of him.” 


{u) “Tue wildernefs, and the folitary place 
fhall be glad, the defart fhall rejoice and bloffom as 
the rofe, the glory of Lebanon thall be given to it, 
the excellency of Carmel and Sharon, they fhall fee 
the glory of the Lorn, and the excellency of our 
Gop. Your Gop will come with a recompenfe, - 
he will come and fave you. The ears of the deaf 
fhall be unftopped, and the eyes of the blind fhall 
be opened, &c.” This plainly refers to the mira- 
cles wrought by Chrz/?, and fo applied by hiun- 
~ delf...(@) | ; 

(w) * BEHOLD, I will fend my mefienger, and 
he thall prepare the way before me: ‘And the Lord, 
whom ye feek, fhall fuddenly come to is temple : 

Even — 


(s) Ha. vi, 1, 2,3, 4,5. (¢) John xii. gt, (uw) Ifa. xxxv. 12. 
(gy) Matt, xi. 4, 5. (w) Mal. it. x, 
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Even the meflenger of the covenant, whom ye de- 
light in: Behold, 4e hall come, faith the Lorp 
or Hosts.” This text is a demonftrative proof 
of what I am pleading for, anda fair anfwer to 
the objection propofed above. For without ad- 
mitting that he who is fpoken of, is alfo the 
fpeaker, itis impoffible to make it good fenfe, or 
agreeable to the fcope of revelation. .The meffen- 
ger or Angel of the covenant, is no other than the 
Lord Fefus, whole way John was fent to prepare ; 
yet the Lorp or Hosts fays, “ Iwill fend my 
meflenger, and he fhall prepare the way before ME.” 
‘Therefore the natural meaning is, that the Lorp | 
or Hosts is declaring how foon he would appear 
in the character of the Mess1an, who had been 
often promifed to the Fews, and whom they were 
at this time waiting and wifhing for. BH 


I sHatt only add one inftance more to this pur- 
pofe. The eleventh chapter of J/aiah is a glorious 
_ defcription of the character and kingdom of the 

_ Meffiahb, there called the ftem and root of Feffe. 
- But after we are told what great things he would 
_ do in his church, by the Spirit Jenovau refting 

upon him; in the 12th chapter (which fhould not 

have been divided from the former, if the fenfe had 
been attended to by him that divided them) we 

are told, what the church would fay in confe- 

quence of fuch privileges. ‘“ Behold, Gop, my 

falvation :-Y will truft, and not be afraid; for Jr- 
-HOVAH, JEHOVAH, is my ftrength and fong, he 
alfo is become my /a/vation (Jesus). Therefore 

with joy fhall yedraw water out of the wells of 
falvation.” This is the great change! He who 

bore the character of JrHovau, is become Jesus 
the faviour, whofe promifes, character, and work, 

are wells of falvation, out of which his pole 

all 


\ 
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fhall for ever draw water with joy. The conclufion 
is, fing to Jenovau; for he hath done excél« 
‘lent things:~This is known in all the earth. Cry 
out and fhout, thou inhabitant of Zion : For great 
is the ‘holy one of Ifrael in the midft of thee.’ By > 
Jenovan becoming Jesus, he lofes neither the. 
titles nor glory due to Jenovan. This being fo 
plain here, and in many other paflages, that it will. 
be hard to find what profitable ufe can be made of 
them, if they are taken in a different point of 
view. BO Gers ee awry vivisirpelt Fi Sth 


Ir. feems pretty evident to me, that he who is. 
fo often called ‘the holy: one of Ifrael, is the Lord — 
Fefus Chrift. The epithet holy one, is frequently given 
him in’ both Teftaments. In view of ‘his fufferings 
and: death, ‘he fays, («) “ My. flefh fhall reft in 
hope, for thou wiltinot leave my. foul in hell ; 
neither wilt thou fuffer thine oly one to: fee cor- 
ruption.” This is not: {poken of David, for Peter 
exprefsly tells us, that it was fpoken (¥y) “ of the 
refurrection of Chrif?.’? And _ Paul fays, ‘it could. 
not be faid» of David, who-fell: afleep, was laid. 
unto. his fathers, and: faw corruption: But he 
(Fefus) whom Gop raifed again, faw no cor- 
ruption. Thou fpakeft in vifion to thy Acly one, 
and»faidft; I have laid help upon one that is mighty, 
&c.”: The fequel of the Pfalm, and the ufe the 
Apoftle makes of the paflage, thew that Fefus, 
David's feed, is here intended. (z) “* I know thee 
who thou art, the holy one of God. “But ye denied 
the holy one, and the juft. But ye have an un¢tion 
from the holy one.” ‘This was the fon of Gop, who 
is fo defigned: Now, /on of God, and king of I/rael, 

M were 


(x) Pfa. xvi..g) 10. (y) Acts il. 27, 31. ibid. xiii. 35, 36, 37 
Pla, Ixxxixe 19. (%) Mark i, 24. Acts ii, 1g 1 John ite 206 
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were! titles of the fame perfon. Hehcethe Fews. , 
upbraided dur Lorp upon the crofs, «af thou be 
the: fon of God, come down from the crofs: If he 
berthe Ang of I/rael, let him «come,down. from 
the crofs.’? : Perhaps fome of the fame multitude, 
who a little: before cried Hofanna,: bleffed is) the 
“kitig, of rael, &e.. Nathaniel-is exprefs to: this — 
al aint “Rabbi, thou. art the fox efGod, thowart 
. the king of Tfrael.” : The. fon.of God 1s. the king of 
Vfracl who isthe fame withthe holy one of I/rael.; for 
thefe are frequently given as titles of the fame.per-. 
fon, and even in the fame verfe, “‘I am the Lord, 
your: holy one, the creator of Z/rael, your king.’’ 
With this title is alfo jomed that of | redeemer, 
which determines who. we are to underftand by the 
holy: one of Ifrael. (a) Thus :faiththe Lord, | the re-' 
deenter-of Dfrael, his holy one. For thy maker is thy 
hufband, (the Lord of hoftsiis his namie),and thy: 
redeemer, the holy one of: Ijract.”. The: Pialmift-fays, 
they tempted Gop, :and limnted the holy.one of 
ffrael; and_ the Apoftle fays, it. was Chrij? they: 
tempted. Thefe things contfidered,) put it beyond: 
doubt, that by the: boke one of Ifrael, is meant the 
Estd) Fefus, the kimgoand governor-of thei Fewifp 
Fhoocracy. 5 isp LR arth Cals} 


. From which it nmuit follow, that all'the ‘cha- 
raters that are joimed with this, as beléiging to 
the fame-perfong: properly belong to the Lord: Fefus. 
As ‘the name! Febvovab. i Gd) ‘Thus. faith. fehavah, 
the bdlycone of Ifrael, ‘and his maker, ‘&ci:> ‘As:for 
our oredeemer; the Lord of ‘boffs : isshis-namie} the 
holy-one of Ifeael. “Phe heathen thal Know ‘that 1 
am: the, Lord, (JeiroVan) ther dboly : ane vof Trael.?” 

$ aa He 
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‘He was the obje& of T/rael’s worfhip.—(c) “ Unto 
‘thee will I fing with the harp, O thou ’ holy one. of 
“Hfrael?? He was their defence, hope, and ftay.— 
(@™ For the Lord js our defence: And the holy 
one of Yrael is our king.” “Againft him they fin- 
ned ‘in all their departures from the laws he had 
given them.—(e) “They provoked the holy one of 
_ Yraclunto anger. ‘They have caft away ‘the law 
of the Lord of hofts, and defpifed the word of the 
Baty one of Hrael.” This “argument, if properly 
-confidered, will amount to a ttrong proof of the 
Deity of Fefus Chriff, in“as much as he was the 
op and governor of T/ra¢/, who had given them 
Jaws, and punifhed them for ‘their frequent rebel- 
‘Hons,—whole holy prefence they could not endure 
when difpofed to tin, and ‘therefore cry, * caufe 
“the holy one of Ifrael to ceafe from before ys.?_— 
Tuese are but'a few of the many inftances 
‘that might be given, to which, thofe in the lat 
fection relating to the fame fubject may be added, 
to fhew that he who fpeaks, or is {poken of by the 
facred writers, and is called Jevovan, Lorn ¢ Ons 
the Gop and king of Irael, &c. is no other than 
‘Jesus Curist: For as the fame things which. are 
“dpoken of, or by im in the Old Teftament, under 
thefe facred titles, are applied to Fefus Chri? in the 
New Teftament, it muf be Aim: who bears thefe 
titles m the Old. “And by a ferious and impartial 
attention, we will find, that in all the ‘Old Tefta- 
ment, efpecially the Pfalms, and féme of the Pro- 
phets, wherever Jenovan, Gon, or any other 
term by which the fupreme Being is -exprefied, 
there is fomething predicated of him, that is either 
AS. expreisly 
~ {c) Pfa. Ixxi, 22 (d) ibid. Ixxxix. 18, fee alfo Ifa. x, 29,— 
Mil. 16,—XVli. 7,—XX1x, Agr-xh. 44. (2) Masi. a—v. 24. fee 
Ehap- XXX, IT, X2-—-XKKi 4, 
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 exprefsly applied to Chri/t-in fome other text, ar 
Is a part of his character and office in the ceconomy 
of grace and providence. ‘Take for inftance, all. 
thofe epithets given to JEHovaAH of a rock, refuge, 
redeemer, deliverer, defence, fhepherd, furield, firomg 
hold, faviour, helper, healer, light, leader, guide, holy 
one, horn of falvation, hope, inberitance, law-giver, 
judge, king, &c. all which are fo many parts: of 
Chrif?s character. And hence, by a general rule, 
~ which mutt hold, if the feriptures are intelligible, the 
whole Old Teftament will be found a defcription of 
the character and works of Jesus Curist. . 


T uaT wherever there is any part of a Pfalm, 
or other paflage, applied to Fe/us Chrift inthe New 
Teftament, as fpoken either of, or by him, in the 
Old Teftament, then, not only the whole of that 
Pfalm, or other paflage, but every other Pfalm 
or paflage, that is parallel to thofe which are ex- 
prefsly applied to. Chri/?, muft as certainly be 
fpoken of, or by him, as that which is exprefsly 
applied to Aim. If the fubject be the fame, or has - 
a relation thereto, the perfon muft be the fame who 
fpeaks, or is fpoken of. This is the true analogy 
of faith, to tead into the {cope and fenfe of ferip- 
‘ture, with refpect to Aim who is the leading fub- 
ject of the whole. Pe | : 


Wu ar I have been endeavouring to illuftrate, 
| would have appeared perfectly clear, if the word 
rendered falvation in the Old Teftament, had been 
read Jesus, which it really is. . As for example, 
Taiah fays,—(f) “ The Lorp Jrenovan is my 
ftrength and fong, he alfo is become my falvation, 
“(Jesus). (g) “ In that day thall this fong be fung - 
: im 


AP) Tas wit. 2. (g) Ibid. axvi- i. 
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in the land of Judah, we have a.ftrong city, fal- 
vation will Gop.appoint for walls and bulwarks.” 
_ Keep out the words Ged and for, which are only 
fupplements of the tranflator, and it reads,— 
** Salvation (Jesus) will appoiat walls.and | bul- 
warks.”’ It would have been as plain in fuch texts, | 
of which there is a great number, that Jesus ‘was 
Jenovan the fing of Ijrael, as that he died and 
rofe again, appear in the gofpels. ‘The mot ftub- 
__ born. prejudice could not then have denied, that he 
had an exiftence before he was. conceived of the 
virgin,—or believed him to be only an inferior 
Deity. While the Old Teftament could {carcely 
_be opened any where, but they might find him 
fpoken of in characters fuitable only to ALMIGHTY 
Gop,—Afcriptions which obvioutly point out Deity, 
agreeably blended with others, which imply his 
character and office as the redeemer and Saviour of 
men. Thus, as Emmanver, he 1s as certainly, 
tho’ not with the fame degree of clearnefs, defcrib- 
ed in the ,Old Teftament, asin the New, and in 
fuch terms as cannot. be applied with any pro- 
priety to any other but Jusus CuRistT. 


I sHaLL now only mention a few texts from 
the New Teftament, which prove that Fe/us Chrift 
_exifted as the Gop and king of the church, under 
the old difpenfation,—the guide and hope of his 
people in all ages. | 


WHEN our Lorp toldthe Zews, that “ Abra- 
ham rejoiced to fee his day: And he {aw it, and 
was glad ;” They reckoned it impoffible, and told 
him, “‘ Thou art not yet fifty years old, and haft 
thou feen Abraham?” Yea, replied our Lord,“ be- 
fore Abraham was,\ am.” He does not deny, that 
‘asa. man, he appeared to be lefs than. fifty yea 
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“old; but at the fame time afferts his pre-exz/fence 
“before Abraham, and in the Fatt Word, SohtCN he 
did under the title of Jenovan, the God of Ifrael, 
“to Mojfes, whom he commanded to fay, “I am 
hath fent me unto you.” And as Chri? oftener 
-:than once calls himfelf fo, after he appeared in 
“fleth, it cannot be doubted that he is tne T AM 


‘that fpoke with Moyes, 


‘And this is farther clear from what the Apoftle 
fays of Mo/fes, that “he choofe rather to fuffer 
affliction with the people of Gop, than to enjoy 
the pleafures of fin for a feafon ; efteeming the re- 
proach of Curist greater riches than all the trea- 
fures of Egypt.” In what fenfe Mofes going with 
the people of Gop, can be called the reproach of | 

_CurisT, without admitting the truth IT am plead- 
ing for, I cannot underftand, The reproach of 
Corift has always been the fame. Thofe who bear 
it, muft forfake their attachments to the leading 
jnterefts of this world. As Mo/es forfook the trea- 
fures of Egypt, fo the Apoftle exhorts the Hebrews 
to go forth unto Chri/? without the camp, bearing 
his reproach. 

Tux Corinthians are admonithed not to tempt 
Chrift, as fome of the J/raelites did in the wilder- | 
nefs, which certainly fuppofes that Curist was 
their leader. Peter, {peaking of the falvation which 
the ancient believers looked and longed for, fays, 
“The Prophets (from Adam to that. period) pro- 
phefied of the grace that fhould come, fearching 

“what manner of time the fpirit of Curist which - 
was in them did fignify, when it teftified before 
. chand the fufferings of Curist, and the glory that 
fhould follow.’ The fame /pirit of Chri, that 
taught the: Apoftles in the New Teftament, in- 
_ fpired 
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{fpired the Prophets inthe Old. Hence, Chri/ is| 
the author of all the religion we have in the Bible :) 
The fole guide of thofe who-were the chofen in- 
ftruments of publifhing it: The univerfal thepherd: 
of the church,—this:is his character in both tefta< 
ments: The door by which Prophets, as well ag) 
Apottles, Old as well as New Teftament faints) 
have entered into the fold,—by whom they were’ 
faved, conduéted, and inftruéted in the knowledge 
of Gop. From the firft to the laf faint on earth, 
their knowledge of Gop muft come through this 
medium,—* Chrift the power of God, and the wif- 
dom of God.” ‘The power of Gop, in creating all 
things, and governing them,—in pardoning, fanc- 
- tifying, fupporting, and comforting his people in 
all ages.The wifdom of Gop; not ‘only ‘as-he 
is-perfectly acquainted with the whole will of -Gop ; 
but as he hath revealed and made it known to 
men. Hence, faid:'to be “madé of ‘Gop unto us 
wifdom. In him dwell all the treafures of wifdom 
-and knowledge,” perfonally and economically. 
He is not only poffefled of infinite knowledge and 
underftanding, whereby ‘he can view ‘the whole 
length and breadth of the mind and: will .of Gon, 
in the moft perfeét: manner® But infinite wifdom 
and prudence, to execute the purpoles of Gop in 
creation, government, and redemption, with un- 
erring fitnefs and fkill; whereby he brings the . 
willof Gop tothe view of intelligent. creatures 
and for this reafon is fo often called in ferrptureé 
the worp or Locos of God, aname by which 
the Fews knew him ‘who governed the world.in 
general, ‘and the affits of their church and nation 
in particular; and to whom, in the New Tefta- 
imént, is afcribed, the creating and difpofal of all 
‘things. } | 


( 96 


Tue Apoftle’s _defcription i is fo plain and full, 
‘that it’s furprifing’ any fhould refufe to aflent to 
this truth. He tells us, that all things in heaven 
and earth were made by him, and for him : And 
adds, “ he is before all things, | and by him all 
things. confift.. And he. is the head of the: body, 


the: church ; who is the beginning, the fitting 


from the: dead, that-in all things he might have 
the pre-eminence, for it oa the Father, that i m 
him fhowlda all fulnefs dwell? oi) : 
ef. N, enone of: this tae ccm ee names. 
‘whic are given to Fe/us Chrift, may be -applied 
with great propriety... As Alpha and Omega,—the 
beginning and the. ending,—the firft and the: laf. 
All thete,: 1. humbly conceive, have oan immediate 
refpect to his.cteating and governing all things,— 
his, managing all the difpenfations of Gop; and 
ier cas to” oa glorious LEE nat at Platt 
T HE wat Hae fgihiohc awit ett no yee 
aon: and is therefore the famein all languages, i is of 
the fame: import with, “ the truth.” a delignation 
~ which: Chrif appropriates to himfelf, denoting t that 
he is the, author,..as well :as bt nile Se of all Sn 
fruth, conletapad in ‘eyelation. « ce 
a OTHE attentive jennifile atidh Oo ‘the firlt ‘ati 
he Sear of , Fohn’s' gofpel, will convince any ' one: of 
the truth I have been illuftrating. Fe/us Chri, 
who i is there called the Word, is defcribed as - hav- 
— ing exiftence witn Gop before any thing: elfe 
exifted, and his giving exiftence to, all. things,— 
being the fight and /ife of- all in general, —his an- 
ciént. relation to the Fewifh nation, who are. called 
his own,—his divine power in giving the right and 
privilege of adoption to thefe who are made the chil- 
dren 
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dren of Gon. That all thefe are faid of ‘him, 
before his appearing in flefh, is plain from the 
narrative itfelf,. and the way this paragraph is 
clofed, by adding, “‘ And the word was made 
FLESH, and dwelt among: us,»and we: beheld his 
glory, .&c.”’ -To add this,» had been amanifeft 
impropriety, if the things formerly faid, had not 
referred to a time prior to: his being made flefh. 
Befides, it is further added, “ No man hath feen 
Gop at any time; the only begotten Son, which » 
is in the -bofom of the Father; he hath declared 
him.” . This plainly fhews, that all the knowledge 
ever any had of Gop, in any period of time, came 
by him, who, fince he aflumed flefh, is common- 
ly called the Son of God. ee 


I am perfuaded the impartial reader “will be 
fatishied from fo many {cripture teftimonies, that 
Fefus Chrift not only made the world, but hath 
governed all things, and'the church in -particular 
in all ages,—did all the mighty: works, .and affum- 
ed all the titles due only to Gop, 

~I sHovutp more particularly prove, that the 
- faints under both Teftaments worfhipped’ him as 
ther Gop: and king. _ Having proved that he was 
the Gop,:and king of J/rae/, it follows, that they 
worfhipped him as fuch. »Nay, they were exprefs- 
ly prohibited from worfhipping any other ‘than the 
holy ene, whois called the creator of I/rael, and their 
king, —their redeemer,—the king of glory,—the hing, 
the Lorp of hofts,—the fing of Zin. All which © 
are applied to Fe/us Chrift;; who owns himfelf to 
be the Aing of the <fews : And approves of Na- 
thaniel’s addrefs, “ Thou art the Son of God, thou 
art the fing of frael”’ The proper enjoyment of 

. N- thefe 
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thefe titles, by right, gives him the jufteft claim 
to thé worfhip and praifes of Piradl:o%)<7%.. 9 


- War evafion will be found, if inftances are 
produced-of the prophefies concerning the worfhip 
that‘fhould be ‘given to-Gop, literally fulfilled in 
him; and the moft folemn acts of worfhip immé- 
diately directed to him‘? °'The’ Pfalmift fays, ““ Out 
of the! mouth of babes and fucklings haft thou 
ordained ftrength, becanfe “of thine enemies, &c.’’: 
‘This was fulfilled in thé moft ftriking’ manner in 
the praifes of’ the children, who cried, * Hofanna, 
tothe fon of David.’ *Which honour being en- 
vied by his enemies, the Jews, ‘he refers them 
to this prophecy in the Pfalms, as fulfilling in their 
prefence. xd, Wa hG (AOS 27e0 ew NR 


AFTER the Pfalmit, in a.moft animating de- 
{cription, had fhewed the beauty and grace of the 
church, and. the ‘majefty of her sing, he “adds, 
‘The ging fhall greatly defire thy beauty ; For he 
is thy Lord, and worfbipithou him? 


_ WHATEVER relation that magnificent de- 
‘{cription in the 72d Pfalm may have to Solomon, 
as the title would infinuate, I fhall not determine ; 
but it is certain, the afcriptions are fuch as will. 
only fuit a charaGer that is trudy divine.’ The 
perpetual and univerfal dominion, mentioned there- 
in, is Only applicable to: Chrif?; whofe “dominion 
is an everla{ting dominion, and whofe kingdom 
ruleth ‘over all.’”” . And what is faid concerning the 
_ bringing of prefents, and ‘offering gifts by eaftern 
kings, -was literally accomplifhed at his birth, when 
the fages from the'(4) eaft prefented “their gifts, 
and worfbipped him. 9 * © O come, 


5) Matt. ii. rr. 
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(2) O come, let us worfhip and bow down :. 
Let us kneel ‘before the Lorp (Jenovan). our. 
makér: for he'is our. Gop,‘and we are the people. 
of his’ paiture,' and ‘the fheep of his hand.: to-day. 
if’ ye’ will hear’his'voice, ‘&c.” If the charaéter of, 
a hepherd, fo'plainly implied here, is reckoned ‘not. 
fufficient to limit the wor/bip to Fefus Chri, it will 
certainly put it beyond doubt, when the Apoftle 


applies the’ pafflage expreéfsly to him. @ Shae 


In the New Teftament, we find. divine worl th ip) 
given“him by faints, ‘both in earth and heaven... 


‘fhall not take notice of all the inftances of wor- 


. 


thip and homage given, him by the, people, when 
they were under {urprize from the greatnefs of his: , 
miracles ; This, perhaps, would be reckoned by | 
{ome too’ low. a Adin ‘of worthip, to argue the, 
Deity of the object from': But I fhall fle an exam-|, 
ple or two of divine worfhip folemnly dire&ed, to. 
him’; one is, that remarkable inftance of Stephen, 
who, ‘when his enemies were ftoning him to death, , 
could venture his departing foul, with every con-— 
cern of his, in eternity, to the care of Fefus Chri/?, 
and with his laft breath, addreffed him in folemn 
prayer, in behalf, of himfelf and his murderers. 
(e) “ And they ftoned Stephen, calling upon, and, 
faying, Lord Fefus receive my Spirit. , And he 
kneeled down, and cried with a loud voice, Lord, . 
lay not this fin to their charge.”” J have omitted ; 
the word God in this text, becaufe it fhould not be. 
there; and the Engli/h reader will fee that the 
tranflators, who fupplied it, have been {o. fair as. 
to put it down as a fupplement. But for what 
reafon it fhould be there at all, is more than any, 
ee friend 


(c)Pfa. xcv. 6,7. (d) Heb, iii 7, 8, andiv. 7. (e) Aas vil 
59, 506 
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friend to the Deity of Fofiis Chrift can account for, 
as it weakens the evidence in the text. for Chrift 


being the” object of Stephen’s worthip, which is fo | 


confpictious’ without it, as the. greateft enemy to 


ChrifPs divinity cannot, deny. it, if he will admit, 


that Lute’ fpoke good fenfe. His ;words are literally _ 
thus, “And they ftoned Stephen, crying, Lord fefus 


receive my Spirite? 


“AKor HER plain text to. this purpofe is, what . 


Peter concludes his fecond epiftle with. “« Grow in 
grace, and.in the knowledge of our Lord and 


Saviour Jefus Chrift : To whom:be glory, both now.and 


evermore. Amen.’ + 


¥ 


oe" Wo the inhabitants of. heaven do alfo.account » 
the Lamb worthy. of divine adoration.-—(/) ‘¢ And - 


I beheld in- the midft of the throne, a Lamb, as it 


had been flain,—and when he had taken the Book, — 


tlie’ four’ “Beafts, and four and twenty. Elders fel/ 


down before the Lamb, having every one; of them | 
harps, arid golden vials full of odours, which are. 
the- prayers’ of the faints,—faying, with a loud,. 


voices. 
ag 6 feyesi (Ff) Rev. v, 6.—14, 


who is. here folemnly addrefled feems plain: (rft.) From -his 
challenging: the fame perfection of knowing the reins and the 
hearts, Rev, tis 23, 29. whichis here attributed tohim. (2d.) 
From the fubjeét of the petition, ‘viz. theappointing an ‘A poftle, 


which was his office as Lord and head of the church, and whom. 
Paul relisus, had called him and: all the other Apoftles to their 


ofhces, : 


There are many other texts, which point out the worfhip of 


Chrifi,'a few of them 1 fhall here cite. Matt, xxviiie 19. Luke 
XXiVe 51,52, John v. 22,23. Acts ix, 13,14, 21.—15, 17. 1 Cor. 
1.4, Atts XIX. ¥3,—i11, 6.—vii. 59. 2 Core xti, 8. Phil. 1. 10, 11, 
x9.° Col. ait 10.17. ~The. i. 16,17, 2 Dim, i. eae 
Tim, iv, 18,22. .Titi 4, Heb. i. 6. 2 Pet. ilie 18. Rey. ve 6. 
8,9, 10, 12) 13.-—-Vi). 10, 


te AQs trae“ Thov, Lorn} who knoweft the hearts; ‘thew 
whether of. thefe.two thou hafl chofen, &c.” ‘That it was Chrifé 
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voice, worthy is the Lamb that was flain, to receive 
power, and riches, and wifdem, and /trength, and 
honour, and glory, and bleffing,—and the four Beafts 
- faid, Amen. And the four and twenty Elders fel 
down and ‘worfhipped him that liveth for ever and 
ever.’ Thefe lait words are part’of the character. 
Chrift took to himfelf in the firft of the Revela- 
tions ; and therefore we may conclude, it is he- 
who is meant, when they are fo often repeated in _ 
that book, and always with the higheft worfhip, — 

adoration, and praife afcribed to him, both by’. 
angels and men. Re ey ON 


-AT the clofe of thefe revelations, Fe/us, the divine 
author of them, certifies ‘Fohn concerning the ac- ’ 
complifhment of the events.—(g) “ He who. tefti-. 
fieth thefe things, faith, furely | come quickly.’’ 
To which John replies m‘' a moft*'folemn addrefs,” 
which every one who is longing for the coming of © 

their Lorp will join him in, Amen. Even fo, come 
Lorp Jesus.” gaits JOM IMs ILD — 7 


-Wereitnot that this fection is too long already, 
the utility and advantages of this truth«might be - 
Shewed to the right knowledge of revelation, and | 
the practice of ‘religion. It renders many texts ~ 
plain and agreeable to the general fcope of fcrip- 
ture, which have’ been tortured with unnatural’ 
expofitions, and been reckoned unintelligible, with- 
out the affiftance of figures''and ‘metaphors, as 
prolepjes {peaking of things before they were done) 
or. catachrefes, (calling Gop a man, angel, mef- 
fenger, captain, &c. without actual union to hu- 
_ man nature) which not one of a hundred that read 
the Bible knows any thing about. It makes an 

| agreeable 


(g) Rey. xxii, 20, 21, 
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apreeable’ connexion betwixt. the, Qld and New 
Teftament, and: brings the {cope of both into an® - 
eafy point of view; and confequently recommends * 
the duty of fearching. the {criptures to the mn- 

learned part of mankind. The multiplicity of’ in- 

terpretations by commentators, \ and their contra=’ 
riety, have not only.incumbered the fenfe of many 
paflages ; but given adverfaries occafion to inful€, ° 
as if the Bible was a volume, of abfurd and incon-: 
fiftent things, which muft difcourage many finceré- 
inquirers after truth. rote fal %. 


WHE RE a s the fcheme of revealed truth, par- 
ticularly what relates to Chri/t, is harmonioutfly~ 
connected; and the further light we get into any~ 
part of his character, never fails to fhed divine” 
brightnefs overall the other parts taken in’ con-~ 
‘nexion: Theterms which exprefs the charaCter 
of Chrift become familiar’ and plain, which have ’ 
appeared dark, if not unintelligible. . When we 
read of the light, fire, bright cloud, &c. in which 
Gop {fpake,—of his being-/ight,—of his face, « pre- 
fence, glory, the power of God, the. wifdom , of God,’ 
and many others, we know what idea fhould be © 
prefixed to them, as various parts, of Ais character, ° 
who has managed all the difpenfations of provi- 
dence, grace, and mercy to the children of men. 


Ir tends greatly to exalt the character of Chri/ . 
in our conceptions, as it fpreads a luftre over all 
the parts of his glorious adminiftration, in the 
various tranfactions recorded in. revelation. The 
more we are acquainted with his government, the 
more juft honour will we put upon him: And be’ 
more compleatly furnifhed with anfwers to the ad- 
verfaries of his proper Deity,—fupport this part of 
our chriftian profeilion,—vindicate the honours of 

our 
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our bleffed’ Lord. invite fuch as ‘have oppofed it 
‘through | the prejudice of education, and others 


“who are ignorant | through inattention fo embrace 
the truth. 


Ir muft alfo raife our views of his wifdom and 
and power to admiration. ‘There have been many 
mighty monarchies upon earth, but none in a pro- 

er fenfe could ever be called univerfal, but that of 
“Fe efus Chrift, who has without interruption been 
fupreme ruler over all. Ue alone continued to 
‘Teign in fpite of death itfelf, which puts a period 
to the rule of other monarchs. An infinite wildom, 
and uncontroulable power he has managed all na- 
_ tions, in all ‘their various viciflitudes that have 
been upon earth, without neglecting the interefts 
of every individual in the univerfal fyftem. And 
tho’ the reafonable part of his fubjects have al- 
ways acted as free agents, yet, by the providence 
of this fupreme ruler, every thing has been fo 
directed, as to anfwer the great ends of his go- 
vernment, which extends to the moft minute actions. 
Nor hath the change of times or circumftances,— 
oppofition greater or lefler, ever made the leaft de- 
feét in the unalterable principles on which he car- 
ries on his government, as well over the intellec- 
tual powers of the mind, as the external actions of 
the body. 


ft 


His paternal love and care over his church, 
appear in moft lively colours, through all the pes 
riods of his adminiftration : Counterplotting Satan, 
the declared enemy of his people, by means every 
way fuited to their falvation and fafety,—raifing 
up one Prophet after another,—and frequently 
honouring them with appearances and manifefta- 
tions 
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‘tions of himfelf for their direction and comfort. 
Thus actually rejoicing in the habitable parts of the 
“earth, and delighting to converfe with the fons of 
men: And in the fulnefs of time, condefcended 
fo low, as to diveft himfelf of the form.of God, the 
glorious Shickinab, inwhich he appeared, fpoke, and 
acted in the character of Ged; and take upon him 
-the form of a fervant,—make himfelf of no re- 
putation, and fubmit to the ignominious death of 
the crofs. Here the Devi/, and the powers of this 
world, his combined enemies, were permitted to 
wreck all the premeditated vengeance which their 
vhellifh cunning could invent, or their tyranny 
could execute. Notwithftanding, he fhewed their 
wifdom to be folly, and their power impotence ; 
‘he triumphed over death, the Devil, and all his 
agents: Rofe from the dead,—eftablifhed upon 
the foundation of his own blood, the unerring 
plan of his future government, and perpetual 
‘reign over a kingdom of kings and priefts, who 
fhall for ever triumph in him as their king, who 
hath taken unto him his great power, and doth, 
and fhall for ever reign. : 
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E a6 San this fecond part, 1 fhall endeavour to 


a BV thew’ that the names, or relative cha- 
 ® raéters, FPatuer,? Son, and Worp, 


-& SX<$S xf Hoty Guost, or Spirit, are defcrip- 


_ tive of the diftin& parts they fuftain 
in the prvinE oEcoNomy, +t revealed in the /acred 


oA, atiayes oy eithieegt th UE g 
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+ The word economy, fo frequently ufed in this work, efpe- 


cially in the twodaft parts, is compounded of two Greek words, 


o1xos, which fignifies a foufe, and Nomos, which fignifies a 
rule or law. Io its fenfe, it is a fcriptaral phrafe, ufed by Gov 


. himfelf, Eze. xiii. 10; 12, 13. ** Thou fon of man, fhew the Jou/e 


to the houfe of L/rael,—thew them the /aws thereof,—and all the 
ordinances thereof. Behold, this is the Law OF THR HOUSE,” 
Ozcpnomy, or what Gop hath revealed concerning his houte, 


the church. The ideas commonly prefixed toit in Engli/h are, 
_ (1) The management or government of a family or houle. (a) 
Good hufbandry, or frugality in expence. (3) The method vfed 


in governing or ruling. (4) The difpofition or arrangement of the 
parts of a work. (5) The taking meafures rightly for giving a 


“fabric a convenient form. When f fpeak of the divine economy, 


> 


I include the moft of thefe ideas, as far as they have ay ree 
; atiod 


{ 
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Tue divine fcheme of religion, which is only ; 
known by revelation, was gradually opened up 


from one period to another throughout the Old 


‘along with him- attentively, in th 


Teftament. At different times Gop furnifhed his. 
people with frefh difcoveries concerning himfelf. 
Every age was bleft with fome new revelation of 
his character, which, like the morning light, fhined 
more and more, until thes moon-day glory,, mani- 
fefted'in the New: Teftament, by the. fun of -righ- 
teoufnefs, the Lorp Jesus Curist: Whofe com- 
ing was foretold in every age, from the time that 
the original pair refided in paradife, to the preach- 
ing of John the Bapti/?, his immediate fore-runner. 


_ Amowne the many fublime things, faid by the 
Prophets concerning him, and the peculiar advan- 
tages that fhould attend the difpenfation of his 
gone have; often admired the beanty of F/azah’s 


defcriptions ; in one of which, when {peaking of — 
the privileges the kingdom of Gri? {aould enjoy, he 
Raeee ah 5 ae TEs apa Races wm. ry rere a Soot fays, 


fugit Vous” eiisg Goon sak te ove 

lation to. what, Gem | bath revealed-concerning the ogder ant go- 
Yeroment of his works in general, and the church in particular, 
which in fcripture is called Ais houfe : Or the whole of :Ged’s 


revealed difpenfation concerning Abgels and mea : Ard by Orco- 


NOMICAL, I underitand, what belongs to the regulation or ma- | 
Dagement of that difpenfation. Hence this term, in its fignifica- 
“HOH, points OLt thetermis Father, Son; and Hoh Ghof, as relative 
names, xracibufly aljumed in fivereitn conde/cenfion in cartying on 


‘the'great plan revealed by God in bis word: And is oppofed' to the 
‘common notion of thefe names, 
‘effential ie Deity, which at onc 
“reignty of Gop’ in all? 
toi thefé names. ; . ; 
~~ “Phis:much Tf thought neceffary, forthe fakeof fach readers as 
“Mightnot be acquaintedwith them ; 
and in. what fetife it'isapplied: to 
-défire:the:reader, 


being: zatural or xeeeffary, and 
) at once deftroys the freedom and: '‘fove- - 
his: difpenfations, which have any relation 


caning of the word OECONOMY, 
this fubjed: And, I earneftly 
further, to have a clear concep- 
ufe of the Word, and ‘carry it 
e further copfideration of this 


ef before he goes 
tion: of: tle idea defigned by ‘the 


Wo rk, a 
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fays, (a) * It fhall bloflom abundantly, and rejoice, 
even with joy and finging; the glory of Lebanow. 
thall be‘ given into it; the excellency of Carmel 
and Sharon.’ ‘Then he introduces a furprifing 
climax t ‘Not only fhould the fubftance of the moit 
lively fhadows among the Jews be. the privilege. 
of this kingdom, even their temple and confe- 
crated things, which they boafted of as the glory 
of Lebanon, Carmel, and Sharon: But, as sf thele 
_ were {mall things, he afcends to the quinteffence 
of excellency and glory.—“ They ‘hall. fee the 
glory of the Lorp (Jenovan) the excellency of our 
Gop (ELouim).” A more glorious difcovery 
than the moft ftriking appearance of the Fewi/h 
temple. They fhould fee him who is the divine 
medium, that reprefents all the infinite perfections | 
of Jenovau,— They fhall fee the glory of JzHo- 
' van.” Him, whofe character and ‘work. exhibit 
the glorious relations in which the divine three are 
made known to the church :— They thall fee the 


VEMS pe 


excellency of ELonim.” | 


WueEwn weconfider Fefus Chri/? as the. medium 
of that knowledge we have of the divine perfec- 
tions, our ideas are confined to the notion of 
unity : For we cannot fuppofe more than one pof- — 
fefled of infinite perfections or attributes. So that 
whatever we learn of divine perfeétions manifefted 
in Chrif?, leads us to the unity of Jenova, who 
alone is znafimite, unchangeable, and eternal. But 
when we learn the revealed relations. Gop ftands 
in, to us, which are alfo. made known in Chri/?, re- 
velation leads us to the knowledge of, a plurality 
pointed out in the word Exrouin, and-clearly ex- 
prefled in three particular relative: names or cha~ 

i Une. | acters 


(a) Ifa. xxx Y. te 
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vacters, which confine our ideas to the notion 
of a. plurality. To each of the three,. revelation 
-afcribes a particular work, in the execution of the | 
divine purpofes concerning men.. In this Oeconomiy - 

there is an inequality of character, a manifeft fub-, 
ordination among the divine three, which mutt 
be limited to’ the Names they bear,—the work 
which revelation afligns to each, in the plan of 
redemption,—or to the RELATION éach ftands in. 
to mankind, as the objects of that redemption. _ 


Iw this refpect, we may fafely, being agreeable 
- to revelation, confider a fuperiority and inferiority 
among the three, who, with relation thereto are 
called Father, Son, and Holy Ghoft. Notwithftanding, 
this. revealed diftinétion does by no means deftroy 
the unity of Deity; nor does this ceconomical fubor- 


dination deftroy the equality ofthe divinethree; that . . 


1s confpicuoufly fupported throughout the ferip- .. 
tures, which aicribe to each the xames, attributes, 
works, and worfbip, proper. only to Deity, and 
which would be derogatory to the wifdom and 
honour of Gop, to allow any being but what is 
purely divine. ak Dig 18 = 


Wirn refpett to thefe, the wifdom of Gop is 
peculiarly difplayed, in the manner of {fcripture 
phrafeology, and in no inftance that 1 remember 
more than in the phrafe, fo very common in the Old 
Teftament, ‘Lorn Gop, or Jenovan ELouim : 
Which at the fame time points out a. plurality in. 
the word ELouim, and the equality of that fae 
lity, by being expreffed in the fame term. This 
would be very incongruous; if there were the leaft 
mequality among thefe implied in the term. And 
all is confiftent with the unity of Deity, exprefied 
in the word Jenovan. So that the divine unity, 

| plurality, 


(-tog*) 


plur ality, ade or famenefs, are all pointed out 
in the expreflion JeHovaH FEtonim... But the 
reader will fuffer me to clear this a little’ further, 
as it has an immediate relation to the fubject in 
hand. | 


»As it Is | very. certain. that ihe plural Se 
is not ‘ufed by chance, but. is the fruit. of choice, 
and fo: muft be fignificant, the greateft care is, 
taken in {cripture to prevent polythei/m from being 
grafted on an expreflion which feems fo naturally to 
lead to it. Therefore that. text, ‘* Hear, O Yrael, 
Jenoyan, our Eronim, is onE JEHovaH,” was 
to be of the greateft moment among the Jews : 
They were to lay it up in their heart,—caule their 
children to, learn it,—write it on the potts of their 
houfes, and front of their gates,—wear it as a fign 
upon their arms, and frontlets between their eyes,— 
fo important, that all their laws were ufhered in 
with it. And the value of this precept to that 
people, appears further from what our Lorp fays 
of it, when interrogated, Which was the fr/? and 
greate/t commandment ? he readily gave the prefe- 
rence to this, as the firft and higheit ‘of the law, 
« Hear, O prac, JeHovaH, our ELourm, is onE 
JEHOVAH.” 


Now, as the noun Jenovan is fingular, and 

has no plural, there was not the leaft occafion for fo 
folemn a declaration, that JEHOVAH 18 one,—is no 
plural, if it were not for the plural word ELout™, | 
which might lead into.a miftake; to prevent which, 
this folemn declaration was given, and fo many 
inftructions concerning the importance of it, that 
they might never forget, ‘tho’ there were diftina 
ELonim, yet but one Jewor AH; Which is allow- 
ing a plurality, but not of diftint Deities, for: 
Jr HOVAI 18 OMe. | Tuo’ 


{ ‘tio >, 


oy HO” the ‘aniity of Jedovaw. is -deprefly’ fet- 
tled by: this, and’ tmhany other texts, yet we read 
of diftin& agents to whom the name and’ perfec- 
tions of JenovaH are afcribed; as the Name Jeno; 
van, the Word Jenovan, the Angel Jenovan, 
the Spirit Jenovan. And however unwilling, the 
Fews and fome others are to fee the particular. 
emphafis in the plural , ELouiM, it is mo ‘certain, . 
the word itfelf carries fome idea in it, _ defcriptive 
of ‘fome charaéer, fome relation, ‘the being def- 
cribed ‘by that name bears to man. This is plain 
from theufé made of it in fcripture, where the 
relatives my, thy, our, their, his, &e. are ecu 
joined with ELouim. | 


7, 


“A's the ware implies ‘gees. He fhould klige | 
been tranflated by fome word that pointed ont that 
fenfe.. But it is rendered by Gop or Gops, 
which, ‘as far as we know by the derivation, car- 
ries no idea of relation to us, or to any being elie. 
If the word Gop is ufed as a found only, to raife 
_ the idea of the infinite, eternal Being, without 
any fignificant meaning in itfelf; then the applying 
that’ word by the relatives, my, “thie his, their, phe 
is improper; for the eternal Being, ‘abfolutely con- _ 
fidered, has no more relation to one, than ano- 
ther. If the term ever had any fignification of 
relation originally, it has been loft before the 
Septuagint tranflation. Nor do we know any 
meaning the Saxon word Gop has, but to denote 
the fapre eme Being. Eronrim fhould either have been 
tranilated by a word that fignified relation, oY Ye- 
tained the Hebrew term, rendering it totzdem literas, 
giving the fame letters in the tranflation as are done 
in proper names. If this would have pattly left 
men in the dark, it would have beén fill fafer 
than to be fo mifled’ by an authority which 1s too 
implicitly followed. ah Oe 
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De’ .a, divine plurality as' véry clearly pointed 
outiin the) Old. ‘Teftament,: in-avariety of iéxpref> - 
fionss, which. cannot! he properly: interpreted other- 
wife's Yet this is: one:glory ‘peculiar: to the New 
Teftament, , that, this plurality. are cléarly: diftins 

guifhed by: the different names, FatHEr, Sow, 
ae, Hozy Gxosry:which: appears neceflaryin' the 
further execution ofthe’ divine! plan, ‘at the “oorkt 
mencement 56f thatoperiod,| and>gives.the cleareft 
difcovery ‘to men}. ofithe: diftinct parts: they acted 
with relation,:to amhen,icin “the | “great | tranfaction 


agreed mae the BLon IM. 
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ok By! who, 7 in’ 1 the: seen: Peftairie, is Jerks by 
thes hame> Fofus ‘Chrift, did wider ‘the Old: “govern 
alk things; ‘particularly the Fewifh Theocracy, affumn- 
ing the! names'‘and glory of Jutovan,” the Gop, 
king, and hoby.cone of Irael. ° And-as to what is faid 
Beant the humble chara¢ter he afterwards 
affumed) it tis ‘expreffed inj praniifes,' prophecies, /'- 
gures;: ont fhadcws, which - tefp ected -fome future . 
time, and: were! all falivled 4n him; whofe charafér 
candooffices taken) eogethee 3 is’ the “fubltance of ‘the 
eed etree Gio a 2 


r * cay try! ¥F af 
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Day 
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2 Woke wisthe® Polnely: “of” tinre’ was: céite, be 
hime tovact® that! patt in’ the divine ddconomy; fo 
full of wonder and unfpeakable condefcentior, ‘he 
became fiefh,—fubjected himfelf. to the meaneft 
-ciecumftances,-the loweft abafement,—the grreat- 

eff réproach' and contempt,—and enditredl the mott 
biter fufferings’:' Or, as the Apoftle finely expreffes 
this aftonifhing ‘part: "of his conduct, as the great 
pattern of ‘humility to: chriftians in all ages. (6) 
1 EQ iininth thas mind be in os Sa ‘which’ wis’ alfo’ in 


Lib 
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(3) Phil. ii, 5—8.. 
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Curist Jesus? “Who being: in? the form of Cid, 
_ thought it not robbery’ to ‘be: equal with God ¢ But 
made himfelf of no ‘reputation, and’took upon him the — 
form of a fervant, and was made in the Tikene/s ‘of 
men: And being found in! \fapbion asia mah he bum 
bled him/elf,-and became: cbedient unto death, evén the 
death of the:crofs.’.. Thus he appeared’in the hums 
ble character of the obedient *Sono'and SrrvanT 
of: Gop, who, from that: period; in the divine &co= 
nomy, fuftains the:name of the Hather ' oe our eee 
Fefus Chrifty and our Sheek in hima? eiot uth 
bof ane ‘i 
As tothe Holy Chof?, i in “the Old Teftament he 
is generally called the Sprrir»Jenovan'y but un- 
-der-the New, ‘his, character, i8 clearly Somted out 
in the. great bufinels - of; man’s; falvation; « by the 
appellationsy miffion, and, works, afcribed: to him asia 
quan agent frome the Father and <9 wie come 


eee hic ees poli) is ‘repreferited i ih hecite- 
.tion, in. which.we are certified, that-itfhallccontinue 
fo, till the, facred drama is Anifhed- on: the:theatne 
-of this world, when -Fefus Ghrift Shall deliver up 
his great charge to Gop the Father, his cecono- 
mical adminiftration being come to an end; then. 
fays the , Apoftle, ‘ when: all, things. are plated in 
_ order, (as. the text, ‘Ahould ad) eens fhall be all” 
in all.” ipsleodli | ae 
WERE eke Sc Bis fentiments of the. prs 
Kind, purfued to, their proper, length with... -true 
chriftian prudence, and an impartial attention, the 
. clouds of human inventions that ‘have darkened 
_ this doctrine for ages paft, would foon difpel, and 
_ the minds of inquirers be fatisfied from revelation, 
_ where. Gop hath expreffed it in fuch terms, as were 
s every way agreeable to the different parts of the 


ol 
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great plan he was carrying forward, and fuffi- 
ciently clear te convey all the ideas concerning it, 
which he intended thofe in the early, or us in the 
Jatter Periods of time thould know. 


‘Bur pels of being fatisfied with. the ideas 
which revelation affords, it has been common for 
~fuch as have handled this fubject, to devife other 
rules of inter pretation, than are found there, con- 
fequently, their conclufions are of the fame kind 
with the premifes wae are built. apo nhaman cone 
| Hs nen EL. ae ered 


y “AS the names - ge yee and ep Ghoft, im- 
/ port and define fomething relating to the ador- 
able three ; it has been commonly, as well as zecal- 
oufly ‘maintained for. Many ages, . by thofe who 
are too much attached to human compoft tions, 
«That thefe names are. given to _defcribe to us in 
what! manner three diyine perfons exift in one 
God-head: Or, to fhew fomething natural, .necef- 
fary, and effential to each of them as divine. per- 
fons, that is not proper or applicable to the other 
-perfons, as they fubfitt 1 in. God-head.” 


Bur _ thefe propofitions ate not only unfcrip- 
tural, but unintelligible in the conceptions of man- 
kind; as there is nothing in revelation or nature 
to regulate our inquiries of fuch a kind, or ground 
any conclufions upon. Gop has never revealed 
that incomprehenfible myftery of his nature, or 
the manner of his exiftence to creatures. And it . 
is more than probable, that, if Gop fhould pleafe 
‘to make a revelation thereof, we could not be 
capable to underftand it, unless he would at the 
- fame time think ft to beftow on usfome new powers 
or faculties. af SMe: mind, anes we want at prefent. 

The 
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The nature of the union, and diftindtion of , the 
plurality’in Deity as to the fare» is me un- 
3 known t to’ amankind. | ae 
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Tuere is n6 Heiney fea hea td once the 
_ depths of myftery for knowledge, where Gop has 
> given no ae “te dire them. The terms Father, 
&, “and: Fioly’ Chop, ‘are plain intelligible characters, 
in which the divme Three have difcovered them- 
felves, to deferibe in what manner they have acted 
in executing” the divine purpofes, and particularly 
in carrying om the plan of redemption. - This will 
appear evident, from the confideration of the 
{cripture account of thee Pa rg ather, Son, and 
Bly Chef, diftinety. viewed, 
“UPN ‘all the’ ‘teats HOR? Piha: ‘Bia,: and > Ey 
Choft, or any two of them, are mentioned as diftinct 
from each other, if the’ {cope is attended: to, it 
will appear, that they are not ‘diftinguithed as be- 
mg of a different nature, or with refpec to their 
Deity ;—or in the leaft to’ teach us the’ ‘manner’ of 
their exzfence 3 but only” in confideration of the 
feveral parts they are’ reprefented as fuftaining i in 
the creation, government, redemption, ane fancti- 
fication of mankind. 


; : i, ec 
rey 3 é . oy ee 
vo sek 


oP we werd Fathers as Septal te to ‘Gop. in gene- 
val; is a figurative term, exprefling the relation 
Between ‘the great creator of all things, and his 
ereatures : But can prove nothing concerning, the 
manner 3 which the creator exits. If the t term 
| Father was-an dential, internal character, peculiar 
to one, to denote the particular manner of his per- 
- fonal and divine iubfiftence in Deity, (as is fuppofed) 
then this teri would be proper to one only, exclu- 

five of the: eer two. ‘But revelation eect us 
Bhs Poke en tha 


ae a : ae 
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Rs 
that in many places te the eae pee 1S. Rik 
all that is divine muft be included, and nota word 
to point | out one only of the divine three ; ; but refers 
to Gop as the maker and conferver of his crea+ 


tures, in which fenfe. it belongs to ‘ the He 
who, in this refpedt, : are one. 


Oy R Lor teaches’ ahs aikipted te » addr ne 
divine Being, under the charaéter of Father;—(a) 
“ Our Father, who art in heaven.” It cannot be 
denied, that all that is divine, and properly the 
object of worfhip, is included in the word Father 
here ; but Fefus Chrift, and the Holy Ghoft, are in- 
cluded in the object of worfhip; therefore, they 
muft be. included in the term Father in this, as 
well as in the following texts —(6) ce Have we not 
all one Father ?—(c) But to us there is but one Gop, 
the Father, of whom are all things.—(d)) “ One 
Gop and Eather of all, ‘who is above. all, and 
through all, and in you ‘all .—(¢) Shall we not “muck 
rather be in ea unto 2 An father of Api, 
nH uae aaa Bai 


‘JENOVA Ae as an evidence of his boundles 
grace and ‘benevolence, hath condefcended to come 
under the endearing relation of a Father, ina {per — 
cial manner, to his elect children —(/) “* And will 
be a Father unto you, and ye fhall be my fons and 
daughters, faith the Lorp ALMIGHTY (2) But 
ye have received the fpirit of adoption, whereby 
we cry, Abba, Father.’ Te is alfo a Father to the 
man Cbrift Fe/us, which he manifefted in age his 
love upon him eet Ch ie Behold, ty fervant, 1 10m 

upé 


fe Matt. vi. 9 (by Mal; ii.zo. (¢) Core viii. 6. (d) Eph. 
(e) Heb. Ki, g. (f)2 Cor. vi. a8 tg ) Rom, vist. 2g2 
4) i xii, a. com. with Mast. xii. 38 


/ 
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This is applied to Chrif? by Matthew. 


Luphold, mine eleét, in whom my foul delighteth.”” 


Bur if we find that ies Chrift bears the 
name Father, it will'certainly prove, that it is not 
peculiar to one, and fo cannot in any fenie be def- 
criptive of the manner he fubfifts in Deity. It 


was proved above, that Fe/us Chri/t_governed. the 


church in the wildernefs, of whom Mo/es fays,— 
(7) “Is he not thy Father that bought thee? hath 
he not made thee, and eftablifhed thee?” J/aiah 
is exprefs to this purpofe.—(é) ** Unto us a child is 
born, unto us a fon is given, (which is no other 
than Fefus Chrift) and his name fhall be called;— 
the everlafling Father. (1) Doubtlefs thou art our Fa- 
ther,—thou, O Lorp, art our Father, our re- | 
deemer, thy name is from everlafting.”’ The A/- , 

pha and Omega (Fefus Chriff) affames the character 
of Father; when he fays,—(m) “ He that over- 
cometh, fhall inherit all things, and I will be his 
Gop, and he fhall be my Son.” In like manner 
it 1s -faid,—(n) “* They are ‘the children of Gon, . 
being the children of the refurrection.” ~ But 


| Chri? fays, “1 am the refurrection and_ the ‘life.’ 


Therefore ‘he is their Gop and Father, and they 
are /is children, Hence it appears, that the term 
Father, is not given to diftinguifi one from ano- 
ther, as they dubfift in Deity: But is rather a term 
of relation between Gob and man, which will be. 
very‘ evident, by confidering in what feafe Geo is 


‘ 


called a Father in {cripture,.. » 
Tre fenfe of the term Father, as applied to 
Gon, muit be learned by analogy, or we can have 
i : ~ no 


XXIe 7 (wv) Luke Xx.-96. 


a. 


(2) Dent. xxxii.’ 60 W Ifa. ix."6. (2) ibid. Ixifi, 16. (7) Rev, 
3 ei ae ny: ? seth A “is 
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no knowledge thereof at all. This. is one great 
evidence, how far the divine Being hath condef:- 
cended to the weak capacities of men, in making 
himfelf known to them in a language which hath 
analogy to what they know among themfelves. 
And tho’ the analogy in many refpects is but faint, 
yet. where there 1s none, ideas: mutt fail, and in- 
_ quiries fhould ceafe, in fuch terms as Father, applied 
to Gop. What knowledge we pretend to more, 
if itis not revealed in fo many plain words, is 
mere uncertainty, and cafnot be reckoned any 


part of that fyftem of cms truth a presi Gop 
intended to teach us. 


G op is called a Father, becaufe he is the crea- 
tor of all things ; he brought them into being and 
exiftence,—preferves them. by his power,—and 
fuftains them by his bounty.—(g) « For in him we 
live, and move, and have our -being ; for we oe 
all his offspring. (6) Have we not all one Father ? 
Hath not one Gop created us all? (c) He maketh 
his fun to rife on the evil, and on the good, and 
fendeth his rain on the juft, and on the unjuft.” 


bet S. children bear the image of their Father, 
fo Gop made man in his image.—(d) “ For man 


is the image and glory of Gop. (e) Ds In the i image 
of Gop made he him.” ~ 


Tuey. are called Fathers in f{cripture, who 
were the firft inventors of | things which were for 
the general benefit of mankind. This idea may 
with great propriety be included in the character 
of Gop ae BBY father, who, through infinite wif- 
dom, found out a method to fave Cae 

is 


(a) Ads xvii, 18. (b )Mal. ii. x0. (c) Matt, v.45. (¢) 1 Cor. 
xi. 7. (e) Gen, i. 27- 


eS hs 
his image in them,—and reftore them to the en= 
joyment of his favour, which they were fo un- 
meet for by fin,—and all confiftent with the abfo- 
lute ftridtinefs of his law, and the divine purity of | 


his revealed perfections. 


. Bxeatpes fuch general ideas of paternity, it . 
will be found, that there is no property or affec- 

tion which fathers, as fuch among men, are endowed 
with, that is not afcribed to Gop, as the Father | 
of his children, which he hath chofen in Chri/t 
Fefus. Refpe& muft be had here to the great dif- 
ference there is betwixt a property or affection in 
men, and the fame thing as it 1s applied to Gop. 
But where the fcriptures lead, we may fafely follow. 


' Tue yare called Fanters, who adopt children 
into their family, and give them the title and pri- 
vilege of children ; in this refpect Gop is called a 
Farurr.—(j) “ Blefled be the Gop and Father of 
_ our Lord Fefus Chrift,—who hath predeftinated us 
into the adoption of children by Fefus Chrift to. him- 
felf, according to the good pleafure of his will, . 
&c. (g) Behold what manner of love the Father 
hath beftowed upon us, that we fhould be called — 
the fons of Gop.—(#) And will be a FaruHer unto | 
you, and ‘ye thall-be my /ons and daughters, faith 
the Lorn Almighty.” : eet ees 


He is their Farner, as he degets them again by 
_ the energy of trnth,—makes them to bear his 
name,—and conforms them to the image of his 
only begotten fon—(i) “ Blefled be the Gob and 
Father ot our Lord Fefus Chrift, who, according to 

De Maan A Se Be / ; aie “his 


i) Nena go—s- (g) x John iti. x, (4) 2 Cor yi.ae. _{é) 
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his ies mercy, hath begotten us again unto a 
lively hope, by the refurrection of Fe/us Chriff from 
the dead. (4) Of his own wall begat be. us with the 
word of truth. ¢ 5 And I looked, and lo,:a Lamb 

- ftaod on Mount Zion, .and with ‘him a bundred and 
forty and four thoufand, having his father’s: name 
written in thewrforeheads. (m) He that overcometh, 
I will write upon him the name. of my Gop,—new 
Jerufalem, which cometh down out of heaven a} 
my Gop: And MY NEW NAME.’ 


Asa Rather he feeds them with ener ck 4 


> (ay & Met Father, ela lee the frue , bread: from 
heaven.” 


He has the Jwe of a Father Js them; ; are 
permits them to have the freedom and fellowship — 
of children with him.—(o) “ If a man love me, 
he will keep my words, and my father will love 
him. (p) The Father himfelf loveth you. (g): Truly 
our fees, is with. abe idles and with, his fon 

Fefus: Chrift.” . ae 


He bears with their weaknefles, and ors 
their offences.—(r) “. And I will fpare them.as a man 
fpareth his /on that. ferveth him eo Your mabey 

Father will alfo. forgive you.” 


"Hz has the fnpasivy, care, ae se ied of a 
father. —(t) Like as a Father piticth his. children: 
Sa the Lorp pitieth them that fear him. (a) 
Even the very Aairs of your head are all number- 
eds (v) AFaTuHER of the Fatherle/s, and a judge of 
the widow, is Gop.” He 


(A) Jam. i, 18. (2) ie xiv. t. (m) ibid, iit, 12. (7) Joho 
Vi 32, (0), ibid. xiv.23. (g) and xvi. 27... (g) en fs 
(r) Mal, ill, 17% ae ae vi 14. (¢) Pha. chi. 13% tu) 
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He is acquainted with all chee wants, and giv- 
eth them all neceffary things.—(w) ‘* Your hea- 
venly FATHER énoweth that ye have need of all 
thefe things. (*) How much more fhall your Fa- 


‘THER, who is in heaven, give good things to eaar 
that afk him. raat 3 


) Ha ‘e corrects them’ in love ee they ‘often =. 
C 9): <¢ What fon is he whom the Fatuer chafteneth 
not? (z) I will vifit their tranfgreffions with the — 
rod, and their areas with frripes. arte 


He isa pattern to-all his caren (2) § - Be ye 
io oe perfect, even as your Farner who is in 
heaven 1 is Pais ud 


F He E Saucer cick lt nitty? and ‘refpedt, 
m—(b) “ if I be a FATHER, whens is mine honour i rn 


H E jhfpedis the diporanent SF tis dens and 
ee them accordinely.—(c) “ Thy FarHErwho 
feeth thee in fecret, . himfelf fhall reward thee 
rack 


He provides an oherttanes! for them,—gives it 
. freely to them,—and makes them all meet for the 
enjoyment thereof —(d.) “ Come, ye blefled of my 
Faruer, inherit the kingdom prepared for you. (e) 
Atis your FatrueEn’s good -pleafure to give you the 
- kingdom..(/) We give thanks to the FarueEr, who | 
hath. made Us. meet for the inheritance of the faints 
In pe aa e . 


HE 


(w) Matt.vi- 32, (x) tbid.vil, rr. 0) se xii. 7. (z) Pfa. 
Jexxix. 3%. (a) Matt.v. 48: i?) Mal. (c) Matt. ive 6. 
(4) ibid, xxv. “34s (ce) Luke Xie 2. “(f) Gol. We E20 . 


ee 


He hears ‘their humble prayers, and anfwers 
them.—(g) ‘* As touching any thing that they 
fhall afk, it fhall be done for them of my Farner, 


who is in heaven. (4) How much more fhall’ 


your heavenly FatHer give the holy {pirit to 
them that afk him.” — . 


H« is the object of their worfhip.—(/) “ After 
this manner therefore pray ye: Our Faruer, who 
artim heaven. (é) The true worfhippers fhall wor- 
fhip the FatuHer in fpirit and truth: For the 
FarHer feeketh fuch to worthip him.’ 


Tues £, and many other privileges they en- 
joy, through the we//-beloved Son of Gop, by whom 
ithey have the knowledge of their Farner, and 
in whom they approach acceptably to him.—(/) 
“No man knoweth the Fatuer but the Son, 
and he to whom the Son will reveal him.—(m) 
I am the way, the truth, and the life; no mam 
cometh unto the Farier but by me. (») Through 
bim we have accefs by one {pirit, unto the Fa- 
THER.” 


WitTH refpeét to Fefus Chrift, the fcripture re- 
prefents Gop as a FaTuHER, in his being Gop’s 


firft-born,—+ his image,—the head of all his ways,— 
the repofitory of all his purpofes,—in the ancient | 
Jove he had to him,—the choice he made of him, 
and all the elect in him.—(c) “* Giving thanks to | 


the 


+ By refemblance and reprefentation, forit isa contradidtion in 
terms, to faya Sov as fuch, can be the mage of his rather as fuch. 
Filiation is no image of Paternity ; they are {pecifically different, 
andcanno more be the image of one another, than light can be 
the image of darknefs, . cet 

(gg) Matt. xviii. 19, (4) Luke xi, 18. (7) Matt. vi. gs (#) John’ 
iv. zge (J) Matt. xi.a7 (wm) John xiv. 6.  (2)-Epb. i. 28. (0) 
Col. i. 1% 33s 75 


6.42), 
the Fatuer,—who hath tranflated us into the 
kingdom of his dear Son (marg. the Son of his 
love)—who is the image of the invilible Gop, the 
, firft-born of every creature. (p) 1 will make him, 
my frfi-born, higher than-the kings of the earth. 
(7) But thou, Bethlehem Ephratah, though thou be 
little among the thoufands of Judah, out of thee 
fhall 4e come forth unto me, that is to be 
ruler in J/rael: Whofe goings forth have been from 
of old, from everlafting.” (r) This is applied to 
Chrift both by Matthew and Fobn. (5) The Lorp 
poflefled me in the beginning of his ways, before 
his works of old. I was fet’ up from ever- 
lafting, from the beginning, or ever the earth was, 
-—then I was by him, as one brought up with him: 
. And I was daily his delight, rejoicing always be- 
fore him. (f) Blefled be the Gop and Father of 
our Lord Fefus Chriff, who hath bleffed us with 
all fpiritual bleffings in heavenly places, in. Chri/t. 
According as he hath cho/en us in “1m, before the 
_foundation of the world. (a) According to the. 
eternal purpofe, which he purpofed in Chri/? Fe/us 
our Lorp. According to his own purpofe and 
grace, which was given usin Chrif? Fefus, before 
the world hegan.” | : 


Wit n refpec to Chri/’s birth of the. virgin, 
and appearance in this world in fefh.—(v) “ The 
Hory Guostr fhall come upon thee, and. the 
power of the higheft fhall over-fhadow thee: 
Therefore, alfo that holy thing which fhall be born 
of thee, fhall be called the Son of Gop. He thall 
be great, and fhall be called the Son of the bighe/t. 
(w) And. the word was made fiefh, and dwelt 
. Ro Satine rare aA BREE SOT) ye 
(p) Pla- Ixxxix. 27, (g) Mic. ¥. 4. , (7) Matt. ii,.6. John Vile 


42, (s) Prov. viii, 22.—33.- (¢) Eph. ie 3, qe ()-ibids iii. Ir. 
(v) Lukeing, 5335. (av) Joho irq. ee tee, 
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among us, (and we beheld his glory, the glory as 
of the only begotten of the Fatuer) full of grace 
and truth.” sii oak 


“Asa Father commits the charge of all his 
affairs to his only Son; fo the Son of Gop is 
made governor over all things.—(w) “ The Lorp 
(Jenovan) hath ‘faid. unto me, thou art my Son, 
this day Ihave begotten thee. Afk of me, and I 
will give thee the heathen for thine inheritance, and 
the uttermoft parts of the earth for thy poffe/fion. 


(y) Unto us aSon is given,—and the government’ 


fhall be upon his fhoulders :—of the increafe of 
his government and ‘peace, there fhall be no end. 
(z) All things are delivered unto me of my Father. 
(a) The Farner judgeth no man, but hath com- 
mitted all judgement. (government), to the Son. 
The Father loveth the Son, and hath given all 
PDUs GibO PLS DOB eh a gah ib | 


~A’s aFaruer, he owns and makes known Fefus 
Chrift-as bis Son. (6) This is my beloved fon, 
in whom I am well pleafed. (c) Simon Peter faid, 
thou art Chrif? the Son of the living Gop. Fefus 
anfwered,—flefh and blood hath not. revealed it 
unto thee, but my Father, who is in heaven.” 


As a Father, he /ent the Son to fulfil his willin | 
, accomplifhing the work of redemption,—prepared + 


him for that great work,—fupported and initruct- 


ed him therein,—and' rewarded him after it. was | 


es 


re 


finifhed.—(d) “ I came down from heaven, not.to » 
do mine own will,.but the wi// of him that jent , 


Mee ; 


(sc) Pfa. ii. 7,8. (y) Ifa. ix. 6,7. (2) Matt, xi.27. (a) John 
(4) 


v.22, yibids ilk. 356 


Matt. dii.17. (c) ibid. xvi.a6, 17. (@) 
Joha Vi. 38. 


Lo aay 


me. (¢) Wherefore ena he cometh i ods the world, 
he faith, facrifice and offering thou wouldft not, 
but a. Body haftthou prepared me: ‘Then, faid I, Lo, 
I come to do thy will, O Gop. (f) Say ye . 
him, whom the Father hath /andtified, and fe 
into the world, thou blafphemeft ; becanfe,. I fai 
1am the Son of Gop. (gy He fhall cry unto. ae 
thou art my Fatuer, my Gop, and the rock of 
my falvation, have found David, my fervant : 
With my holy oil have I anointed him, with whom 
my hand fhall be eftablifhed : Mine arm thall alfo 
— firengthen him. (4)1 do nothing of myfelf; but 
as the Father hath taz ign me, I {peak thefe things. _ 
(7) He humbled himfelf, and became obedient unto 
death, even the death of the cro, wherefore Gop 
alfo. hath highly exalted him, and given him a name 
above every name; that at the name» of Fels 
every knee fhould bow, oa 


To thefe we might add manifold inftances, 
where Chrift addrefles Gop as his FarHeEr, in 
behalf of himfelf, his friends,—and. his enemies. 
We might turn to Paul’s epittles for illuftration of 
this fubject, where one thing is remarkable, that 
in his falutations at the beginning of every epiftle, 
_ he carefully fupports the diftinétion betwixt Gop 
as a Farner, and Fefus Chrift as a Son. And 
to, conclude all, tells us, that when he fhall have- 
. se the whole adminiftration, which Gop hath 

ntrufted him with, as bis Son, and brought all 
chon the Father gave him to glory, then he fhall 
_ deliver up the kingdom to Gop his Faruer, and 
Gop fhall be all in all. The executive part of 
the divine SP GHPARY being finithed »—there is no 


‘ sept a ahing cK 


(¢) Heb. x. 5,6. (f) John x, 36, (¢) Pia, lasxxix. a 20, 3%6 
(4) Joho viii. a8. (#) Panik ii. 8, 9, 10. : feta FP 
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further ufe for the oeconomical authority: and ub- 
jection, the {uperiority and inferiority cmetts in 
the paternal. and filial characters. * 


From the whole, I may venture te affirm, that 
there is not one idea which can with any propriety 

be prefixed to the term Fatizr as applied to ‘Gop, 
in the whole revelation, but what. has a plain re- 
_ ference to the works of Gop, er¢her in creation, 
PROB GENS. or redemption. 


be T may perhaps be of ufe to ieee of my rea- 
ders, to give the reafon that feems moft probable 
to me, why Gop as a Fatuer is always faid:te 
be i in heaven, or called the heavenly Faruer. This 
is a facred phrafe, 1 am afraid, tho’ very often 
repeated in the New Teftament, yet but very ht- 
tle underftood. Jt not only teaches us, that as 


Fefus Chrift is now in heaven, whois the true me- 
dium of all, on intercourfe with Gop,—our wor- 
fhip being on ly. of. a REE kind, when diretted. 

‘ Eger 


La a here obf=rve, that ni not ice the feope and im- 
port of the Apottle’ s expreffions in x.Cor. xy. 28. thetext hath been 
improved as an argument againft the proper Deity of the Lord 
Fefus Ghrif. The Apottie is there fpeakiog of the ftate of Cizifl’s 
kingdom, after the refurredtion, when he asmediator, into whofe 
hand God’s chofen were given to redéem, govern, and bring to 
glory, fhall deliver them without 4potte-'Gop: And as there fhall 
beno more occafiog for his miniftry in this world, he fhall deliver up 

“his fervice, aod Gop fhall be ail tn all, Tne text reads literally 
thus, “f Then fhali the Son be placed inorder to him, fabduing all 
things, or, placing all things in order, that Gop may be all ia 
all,” ze. without duch.an oeconomical admintiration as. was De 

- ceflary i in this world. Bucifit is ftill urged that Son and Gop 
are different ; 1 may alfy infitt that Gop and Faruer are alfa 
different ; for the words read in verfe 24, “Gop andthe FATHER,” 

according to our ordinary tranflation of Kas, which would infer, 
that the kingdom muft be delivered up to ane who is Gop, and 
another who is Father, and would make as clearly againg the 
Deity of the Father as the Son, But by confidering it..as abore, 
the text is clear, and free of that ambiguity which itis commoaly 
clone with. 
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through sim, and’ all the privileges Gop beftows : 
upon us come in’ the fame channel,—and therefore - 
our praifes and prayers fhould be direéted to: our 
Faruer in heaven, fince he is there, in whom they 


are ‘acceptable. ag 


Bor it hath a fpecial reference to the difference 

in point of excellency there is betwixt’ Old ind 
New Teftament worfhip. The former, according 
to the Apottle’s eftimate,. confifted in meats, and 
drinks, and divers wafhings, and carnal ordinances 
impofed upon'them, until the time of reformation. | 
He*‘calls them weak, beggarly elements of - this 
world, under which the Jews, like children, “were 
held in bondage: Figures for the time then pre- 


fent;—patterns, and thadows only of heavenly 
things,—confined to an earthly tabernacle, and 
temple made with hands,: where the worfhippers 
were obliged to attend, and if unavoidably abfent, - 
or at the greateft diftance, to perform their wor- 
fhip with their faces toward that place. 


Un ver the latter, the worthip is /prritual, wn- 
limited; and’ heavenly; not wiapped up in dark 
figns, figures, and thadows; not confined to times, 
places, a. particular nation, and external modes.’ 
He who is the fpirit of all Fewz/p worfhip, the 
fubftance of all the figns and fhadows being 
come, and having fulfilled all the ancient promifes 
and prophecies concerning him, -has opened a way 
into the holieft of all, through his own: blood,— 
taken down the partition,—fo that believers, whe 
are a holy prieft-hood in every time, place, and. 
nation, offer up fpiritual facrifices, acceptable to 
Gop through Fe/us Chri, who. has entered into - 
heaven itfelf, now to appear in the prefence of 
Gop for us. | Bape 
; THE 


a ae 


Tue. church zow, is called the heavenly 
Jerufalem, in oppolition to the earthly Ferufalem, 
the feat and center of worfhip among the Jews. 
Hence, faysthe Apoftle, (4) “ Ye-are:mot come to 
the mount that might be-touched,:and that burn- 
ed with fire, nor unto blacknefs and darknefs, and 
tempeft, &c. But ye are come unto Mount Sion, 
and unto the city of the living Gop, the heavenly 
Ferufalem, &ce’ To the fame purpofe our Savi- 
our tells the Samaritan woman, that neither on 
Mount Samaria thould the Samaritans, nor yet at 
Ferufalem thould the Fews worfhip : “ But that the 
hour cometh, and now.is, when the true worfhip- 
pers fhall worfhip the FaTHER in /pirit and truth.? 


Tue /pirit and truth here, does not mean, as is 
commonly fuppofed, that they fhould worthip in 
their hearts and in /fincerity, (true worfhippers al- 
ways.do fo) in oppofition to: worfhipping with the 
body, and in hypocri/y ; was this the fenfe, it might 
then be inferred. from our Saviour’s: words, that 
none of the Old Teftament faints worfhipped Gop 
with their earts, and in fincerity ; and that chrif- 
tians are not to worfhip Gop with their bodies ; 
whereas they are commanded to “ ferve Gop with 
their bodies and /pirits, which are his,—and to pre- 
fent their bodies living facrifices, holy, and accept- 
- able to Gop, which is their reafonable fervice.” 


Bur Chrift here teaches, that chriftians were to) 
worfhip the Father in him, who is the Spirit of alll 
the figns and fhadows, and the #ruth of all the\ 
-. -promites and prophecies in the Old Teftament, with | 

refpect to holy times, places, and things. The Fa- 
ther having declared himfelf well-pleafed with him, | 


all’ 


(4) Heb, xii. 18,22, 
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all their worfhip muft be through him, by whom 
they have accefs with boldnefs to the throne of 
grace. ())“ The Loxp is that Spirit: And 
where the Sprrir the Lorp is, there is /iberty. 
(nm) The te/timony of Fefus (the doctrines concerning 
him in the New Teitament) is the Spirit of pro- 
phecy,” (what was foretold of him in the Old Tef- 
tament.) eee rhe a ence ti As 


An’p as he whois the head, and reprefentative 
of the: whole church, (that is, the faints both in 
heaven and éarth) is in heaven, andévery privi-- 
lege that pertains. to them as fach, is heavenly,— - 
their birth,—the image they are formed after,— | 
the bleffings they enjoy,—their calling,—their in- 
heritance+their converfation,—their hopes,—their 
affections and! defires,——the country they are tra2 
velling to, (for here they are ftrangers and pilgrims) 
and fince all the acts of their worfhip muft be di- 
rected through the heavenly medium,——him who 
3s their afcended Lorp, no wonder if the New 
| Feftament reprefents their Fatuer, who beftows 
all thefe bleflings upon them, and whom they love © 
and adore, as im heaven, and. fo frequently calls 


hi their heavenly FATHER. 


4 {v) 2 Cor. ili, 37% (as) Rev. xix.r, fee note, pa. 29, 
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SHALL now confider the feripture fenfe of 
I the term Son, as applied to tiie Lord Fe/us Chri/?. 
It is fhewed above in feveral particulars, in what 
fenfe Gop iscalledthe Faruzr of Fefus Corie. 
And as Fatuer and Son are correlates, that is, 
one, that ftands in an oppolite relation to another; 
any impartial and unprejudiced reader may eafily 
conceive; in what fenfe~ Fe ie Seats is called the 
Son. of Gop. 


Burt as I am pretty certain that the. greateft 
part of my readers, through the prejudice of edu- 
cation, and a bias in favour of other notions con- 
cerning this point, will, on that account, not fo 
readily fee the conclufion concerning the /on/bip of 
Chriff, which natively flows fromthe f{cripture ac- 
count of Gop as.a FarHeEr: For.that reafon, I 
- fhail be obliged to open this fubject in a more par- 
ticular. manner, that no-room may be left for en- 
tertaining prepoflefied opinions, fo contrary tothe 
{erypture account of that great article of ‘the chrif- 
tian. faith. » 


poe ies let me beg my reader. to. diveft himfelf 
as much as he can of any bias.in favour of party 
opinions formerly received, that he may impar- 
tially weigh the evidence from revelation, againit 
the traditions of men; and 1 make no doubt which 
fide he will be determined to take, as: he will plain- 
ly fee, the opinions of men in this matter are at- 
tended with too little evidence to reft an article 
of faith upon, fo intereiting, and of fo great con- 
fequence to himielf. ; 

; RK ALLOW 
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ALLOW me then, fr/?, to give a very brief 
account of the feveral ideas relative to the term 
Son, as applied to other things in {cripture than 
Fefus Chrift, which will in a great meafure lead to 
_.. amore diftiné notion concerning the ufe of the 

“term, as applied. to drm. : 


Besipes the ideas of /ineal deftendants, whe- 
ther immediate or more remote, even to the third 
and fourth generation of a man’s feed, who are com- 
monly called his fons, there are. feveral other ideas 
of fonfhip in {cripture. Ge 


Tw eaftern file, the inhabitants of a city or 
country were called the /ons or children of that city — 
er country, Thisis frequent in the Old Tefta-. 
ment. . File ee ieT : 
~Taav which proceeded from anothet thing, _ 
_ Whether animate -or inanimate, was called the jon 
of that it proceeded from, and always denotes deri- 
zation. In'this fenfe, the /parks are called the fons. 
of the burning coal—{a) And jens are called bran- 
ches or boughs. (4) “ Fofeph is a fruitful bough. 
(c) The branch thou madeft ftrong for thyfelf— 
the fon of man thou madeft ftrong for thyfelf. (d) 
And there thall come out a rod out of thé ftem of 
Fee, anda branch out of his roots.’ © > 


A succEssor in government, was called the fon - 
of him or them who. went before him.—(e) “ How. 
fay ye unto Pharoah, b am the jon of the wife, the 
fon of anciént kings.” 

boots “ADAM, 


(a) Job v. 7. (8) Gen. tix. « (¢) Pla ixxx. r5,27. (2 
weet eae ie ae (¢) Pa Ixxs 55.17 (@) 
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Apbam is called the fon of God, becaufe he was 
made after his image, and had his being imme- 
diately derived from him without the inftrumentality 
of human generation. For much the fame reafon 
are Angels called the fons of Gon, being created by 
Gop a dignified rank of beings, endowed with ex- 
cellent {piritual powers and perfeéctions, not derived 

from each other by fucceflion, but immediately 
brought into being by Gop himfelf. 


- MacistravTes are called fons of the mof 
high; becaufe of the power and authority they are 
raifed to, that in fome refpect is the image of Gop’s 
power and government, which makes them a terror 
to evil doers, and a praife to them who do well. 

_ SuUcH as were appointed to death are called 
jons, or children of death.—(/) “ Preferve thou 
thofe that are appointed to death. (g) Hear the 
groanings of the prifoner, to loofe thofe that are 
appointed to death.” In both texts, it reads as in 
the margin, /ons or children of death, as doth alfo 
that which Sau/ faid concerning David, (A) 
«6 Wherefore now fend and fetch him unto me, 
for he fhall furely die.” He is a fon of death. 





WHEN a /fuperior would exprefs his love and 
regard to an inferior, he commonly addrefled him 
in the language of a father, by calling him his /on. 
In like manner, when an inferior would exprefs his 
dutiful affection and fubmiffion to one he acknow- 
ledged his /uperior, he did it by calling him father. _ 


T w & term fon is alfo ufed to point out the fub- 
ordinate character -of fuch as were under the care 


‘ of 


Sf) Pfa, Ixxix. 13. (g) ibid, cli, 20. (4) 1 Sam, x¥ 31. 
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of others for inftru@ion: So Eli calls Samuel his 
fon; and others were called jons of the, Prophets. 
For much the fame reafon, Paul calls Timothy and 
Philemon, whom he had converted to the truth, his | 
fons. And to point out the ufeful, fubmiflive, and 
obedient character of Timothy, he tays of him, (z)“ As 
a fon with his father, he hath ferved with me in 
the gofpel.” 


WHEN one was adopted into another family, he 
was then called a Son. Thus Mo/es is called the fon 
of Pharoah’s daughter. It alfo fignifies one that 
builds up his father’s houfe,—and tranfmits his name 
down to pofterity.. But thefe I fhall have occafion 
to notice afterwards. I! {hall next mention feveral 
ideas of /infbip, applied to the wicked and the faints, 
peculiar to their different characters in fcripture. 


Tu wicked part of mankind are called /ons 
and children of men. The commandments of men, 
being the matter of their faith, and the rule of 
their worthip. © The jinful cuftoms of men, the pat- 
_ tern they imitate, And the praife of men, their | 
highelt end, . 





Or the world—They are not born from - 

above. They wallow in the wickednefs of the 

_ world,—~chute it for their portion,—its. pleafures 
are their higheft. felicity,—and their chief itudy 
is to fulfil the lufts and defires thereof. : 





—— OF the Devil—They bear his image, 
being thoroughly qualified with the wickednefs he 
introduced into the world,—refemble him in ma- 
lice and fubtilty,—and, cheerfully imitate, ferve, 
. and 


(4) Phil. i. 2a. 
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and obey him as a fen his father —Our Lorp fays 
of them, ‘* Ye are of your father the Devil, and the 
lufts of your father ye will do.” 








Or darknefs and difobedience. Their 
minds are in ignorance of the truth. Their works 
are the fhameful works of darknefS. Their hearts 
are enmity, and their actions a fcene of rebellion 
and treachery againft Gop. 





OF wrath and the curfe-—By aati 
they are heirs of wrath, and by their wicked deeds 
they merit the vengeance of Gop. They area 
curfe upon earth, and accurfed for ever in the 
world to come. 





Or Belial. Of aaa —Without law, 
ufelels, unprofitable,—abandoned to crimes,—loft to 
every fenie of real good,—run peo to des 
itruction; and 4re for ever loft, 


THE feripture character of faints as fons ada 
children of Gop.—As they are the carly objects 
of his love,—chofen and predeftinated in Chri/? 
Fefus, his well-beloved fon, to the adoption of fons, 
and to be fellow heirs with him of the fame. inhe- 
ritance.—(4) “* Having predeftinated us unto the) 
adoption of children by Fefus Chrif? to himfelf. (2) 
And if children, then fers; heirs of Gop, and . 
joint beirs with Chrift.” 


A s they are converted by the power of 
the truth,—begotten again,—made fons of Gop, 
real members of his {piritual family,—have the 
image of — heavenly | father drawn upon them 
through 





(4) Eph. i, g. (#) Rom, viii. 17. 
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- lait the energy of the {pirit,—and_ entitled 
“tO. innumerable privileges.—(¢) “* As many as re- 
ceived him, to them gave he power to become 
the fons of God. (/) Ye have received the fpirit of 
adoption, whereby we cry, Abba, Father. (m) Be- 
loved, now are ye the fons of God, and it doth not 
yet appear what ye fhall be; but we know, that 
when he fhall appear, we fhall be like him, for we 
_ fhall fee him as he is.’ 


Curuipren of /ight.—Begotten of 
Gop the fountain of light,—poflefled of a true and 
diftincét knowledge of Gop their father, by the 
pure light of his word,—walk in the light of his 
countenance, the path that fhines more and more 
unto the perfect day,—thine as children of the 
light, and the light of their good works fhines 
before men, *till they are made meet for the in- 
heritance of the faints 4 in light. 








OF ere —That is an Chrif?, who is 
the wifdam of Gop made known to men. His 
feed they are, who travailed for them in bloody 
agonies unto death,—bequeaths to them the fruits 
hie pur chafe,—and i in confummate wi/dom guides 
them to glory, where he fhall with delight fee them 
as his feed, the travail of his foul, and fhall he | 
fatisfied. 





Or the promife. mine which ‘they are 
quickened, gathered, comforted, ftrengtheneds re- 
ftored, and infallibly fecuréd of the enjoyment of 
Gop thelr father for ever. 





Or the ifirentten —By the tora of Chrif?’s 
refurrection they are begotten again, and confirmed 
in 


cee} eth ie a2 (/) Rom. viii, ss. (wt) x John iii, 2. 
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in the faith and hope of their own glorious: refur- 
_rection, to enter upon the full poffeffion of theit 
inheritance as fons of Gop.—(n) “ Blefied be Gon, 
who according to his abundant mercy, hath be 
gotten us again unto a lively hope, iby the refur- 
zeteon of Fe/us Ghrifes?? iy 


Tue faints are alfo called fons and children of 
the free woman—of Zion,—ot Ferufalem,—of the 
4ingdom, &c. pointing out the freedom, honour, peace, 
Safety, glory, &c. of the church of Chri/?, in which 
they are born, nourifhed, inftructed, and prepared. 
for the kingdom of their father, which was pre- 
pared for them before the foundation of the world, 


I wow come to mention fome general ideas of 
fonthip applied to. Fefus Chrif? ; one is, that of his 
being BEGOTTEN.—(0) “ Thou art my fon, this 
day have I begotten thee. () The word was made 
flelh, and dwelt among us, (and we beheld his 
glory, the glory as of the only begotten of the fa- 
Z aa! full of grace and truth.” 


ANOTHER general idea included in his fonthip, 
is his being called a child, and faid to be bori.-— 
(9) “© Unto us a childis born. (r) That holy thing 
that fhall be born of thee, hall be called the jon of 
Gop. 39 ‘ 


He is called the rf? born. +The fir/? born among 
the ancient Fews had a primogenial right to parti- 
cular privileges in the family. So Chri? is calléd 
the firf? born, not only with refpect to prarity, ‘or 
being before all others that are called fonsef Gon, 

this 

(2) x Pet.i.3. (0) Pla.ii. 7. (p) Johni. x4. fee alfo gon i, 


38, and iti. 2, 18. x Johniv.9.. (9) Ifa. ix. 6, (r) Luke. 3 
ice aifo Adts ty. 27, 30, Matt fh, 2, jeba XVI. 37. 
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this he alfo is, “the fir/? born of every creature :”? But 
cheis called fo with retpect to excellency and dignity. 
(s)< I will make him my jf born, higher: than 
the kings of the earth.” <A right of znberitance, 
prieft-bood, and government over his brethren.—(t) 
«¢ Gop hath in thefe laft days fpoken to us by his 
fon, whom he hath appointed heir of all things. (x) | 
Fefus Chrift,. the fir begotten of the dead, and the 
prince of the kings of the-earth. (v) And he is. 
the head of the body, the church, who is the be- 
ginning, the jir/? born from the dead; that in a// 
things he might have the pre-eminence.” e243 


Tue frft born of old,-in whofe ftead Gop made 
choice of the Levites, had not only a double por- 
tion of inheritance, power; and pre-eminence a- 
bove their brethren, but were particularly loved 
and. honoured of ‘their fathers, had refpe& and 
fubmiffion from ‘their brethren,. and miniftered in 
holy things for the family. So Fefus Chrif?, the 
Sirf? born of Gop, had the fpirit without meafure — 
given him,—was declared’ to be the peculiar /a- 
wourite of Gop,—had the government of all things 





committed to him,—Angels and) men ‘commanded | 


to ,worfhip him,—and conitituted the ‘great ‘Aigh- 
priefe over the houfe of Gop, by no lefs folemnity 
than the cath of Gop confecrated forevermore. © — 
“SuBMIUsSSI1ON, obedience, and refignation to 
the will of the father,-is one idea infeparable from 
the character of a dutiful Son. In this refpee, the 
Son of Gop was the moft perfec pattern.—(<) 
8 Fefus faith unto them, my meatis todo the wil] 
of him that fent me, and to finith his work. (x) 
feck. 
Oe ee 
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I feek not mine own will, but the will of the father 
who hath fent me. (*) Tho’ he was a Son, yet 
learned he obedience, by the things which he fuffer- — 
ed. (y) © Father, if it be pollible, let this cup 
pafs from me} neverthelefs, not as [ will, but as 
thou wilt. (2) Lo, I come to do thy will, O Gop.” 


In honouring and glorifying his Father, he has 
given us the moft finifhed example.—(a) “ I honour 
my Father,—I feek not mine own glory. (4)1 
have glorified thee on earth: I have finithed the 
work thou gavelt me to do.” 


He manifefts and makes known his Father’s 
name, glory, and love to his younger brethren.—(c) 
«| have manifefted thy ame unto the men whom. 

thou gaveft me. I have declared unto them thy 
name, and will declare it: That the love wherewith 
thou haft loved me, may bein them, and I| in 
them.”’ 


_Amownc many other general ideas of fonthip, 
applied to Cbri/? in fcripture, I fhall only mention 
other two. The word Bey, which in the Old 
Teftament language fignifies a Son, comes from.a_ 
word that fignifies to bui/d up, and the Greek word 
which anfwers to itin the New Teftament, is ren+ 
dered Son for the fame purpofe, becaufe a Son builds 
up his Father’s houfe. “Chis idea of fonthip is pro- 
perly applied to the fon of Gov, who builds up or 
edifies the church, which is the houfe of Gop, his 
heavenly Father. He is the foundation, the ze 
S the 


(x) Heb. v, 8. (y) Matt. xxvi. 39. (z) Heb. x. 7, (@) Joha 
yi, 49, 50. (6) ibid, xvii. 4. (c) aod xvil. 6, 8, 26. | 


Camo te) 


the {upporter, and chief corner ftone + of this build- 


ing of Gop. piles 


SRN OT Be Re fimilar idea is included in the word 
Nix, which alfo fignifies a Son that tranfmits his fa- 
ther’s name down to poflerity. This is exprefsly ap- 


plied to the Son of Gop,—(d) “* He fhall be as a fon 
to continue his father’s name for ever.’ And he him- 
felf fays, (e) “1 will declare thy name unto my bre- 
thren, 1n the mid{t of the church will I fing praife 
unto thee—(f) I have declared unto them thy name, 
Phd PORES eaten age 


N ow, from feveral of thefe fcripture ideas of 
fonfhip, as applied to Fe/us Chrif?, efpecially the two 
laft, it is clear that they have not the leaft relation to 
_begetting in any fenfe the word can be taken in. It 
muft then be true, that the fcripture account of 
Chrif?’s fonfbip, includes more in it than we can learn | 
from his being begotten. . - 25 AND 


¢d) Pfa. Ixxii.a7. mar. (e) Heb. ji.12. (f) John xvii. 26. 

+ It is an idea too limited, (and not worthy the fubject, that be- 
caufe Cdrifi is called in a general way the corner /fone, 1 the fin- 
guia number) to fuppofe, that he is compared to fome one ftone 

“30 fome corner, When the Apottle mentions-it, Eph. i. 20. he is 
comparing the church in general toa vaft temple, and fays, it was 
founded'on the dotrines of the Prophets and Apofties jointly ; 

_confeqneniiy, he means the church inthe moft comprehenfive 
fenfe, taking in al! good men in all ages, from the beginning to | 
the end of time : And fo muft fpeak of G4rz? in his relation to the 
church, in.a feofe that is equally Jarpe and compreheofive. -Cor- 
per ftones in great edifices, unite and join together the walls on all 
fides, below, and above ; cement, ftrengthen,-and adorn the 
whole building, from top to bottom, Fhus only can we form any 
genuine notion of Chrg?, being compared ta corner ftones. ‘Heis — 
the foundation, corner, and iioifhing part of the fuperftruéture. 
That expreflion of Gan to Fob, ** Whereupon are the foundations 
of the earth faflened ?. Or, who laid the corser ftone thereof?” 
mutt denote the finifhing of its creation: So Chri/t being called the ' 
corner ftone of the church, when compared to a building, muft 
denote that he isthe ftrength, jecurity, glory, and perfection of 
the whole tn all times: Which, fince his appearing in flefh, be has 
made more confpicuous to alianen, The readermay confult x Pet, 
ii. 6, 7. Wa. xxvii, 16, Pfa. cxviii.g2. Adts'iiv. rr. Luke xx. 17. 
Mark xii. Jo. Matt. xxi. 42, Job xxxvili. 6, Ris 
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AND it is alfo evident from a due confideration 


of the whole of thefe fcripture ideas of /on/bip, that! 
either derivation, dependence, Jubordination, or n>): 


feriority, is neceflarily implied in every notion that 
can be conceived of it, from any one inftance fingly, 
or the whole taken together. Imay therefore ven- 
ture to affirm, that there is not one idea of /on/bip 
confidered as fuch in the Bible, but what points out 
the inferior character of that perfon or thing it is 
applied to, with refpect to the oppofite or /uperior 
character of that perfon or thing they are faid to be /ons 
of. Whatever they may be in other refpects, the fenfe 
in which they are called fons, confines the idea (ac- 
cording to the fcope of revelation, and the beft 
conceptions we can have of it). tothe notion of 
inferiority. ‘One may be’ an equal or fupérior in 
other refpects, but in that part of his character, in 
which he is'a Son, he is certainly inferior. As for 
example ; a magiftrate, as’ fuch, ‘is equal to thofe in 
“the fame ftation, and fuperior to fuch as are under 
his government ; but as he is called a /on of the 
mof? high, in that refpect he is inferior. As a magi/- 


trate, he may be fuperior to his natural Father, but , 


asa _finhe is inferior to him. And with refpect | 


to Fefus Chrif?, the feripture holds him forth to be 


JeHovaH, Gop ovER ALL, as was proved above; | 
but all the ideas which revelation affords us.of his’ | 


character as a fon, imply inferiority: And therefore 
by the light of the divine word, we are led to view: 
his /onfp in another character than pure Deity. 
Which brings me to a more direct and particular 
anfwer to this queftion; in what fenfe Jesus 
_CurisT, in fcripture, is called the Son oF Gop. 


peer 


(( aao ) 
Ses i cen 


T PUHE Lord Fefus Chrif, while in this world, 
4H generally fpoke of himfelf under the title of 
the jon of man. 1 do not remember that he is called 
fo by any other, except the P/almit, Daniel, Ste- 
phen, and Fobn. (a) Let thy hand be upon the 
man of thy right hand, upon the fen of man, whom 
thou madeft ftrong for thyfelf. (0) And behold, 
one like the jon of man, came with the clouds of 
hheaven,—and there was given him dominion and 
glory, that all people, nations, and languages, 
thould ferve him. (c) Behold, I fee the heavens 
“opened, andthe fon of man ttanding on the right 
hand of Gop. (d) And I looked, and behold, a 
white cloid, and upon the cloud one fat, like unto 
the jon of man, having on his head a golden crown, 
&c. (ec) And in the midf of the feven candlefticks, 
cone like unto the jon of man, clothed with a gar- 
ment down to the foot, &c.’? ‘The magnificent 
-defcriptions that are given him, who is. called Jon of 
man in thefe texts, leave the reader of them at no 
lois to know that it is- Fefus Chrift, as an exalted 
Mediator, who is meant throughthe whole. 


NorwitustTanp.ina the facred penmen 
‘were fo {paring in giving this title fou of man to 
_Jfius Chrifi, he feems to delight :particularly in it 
_ himfelf ; for we feldom find that he calls himfelf by 
any other name. As this part. of his conduéts 
worthy of regard, it may teach us, who have his 
character fully exhibited in revelation, what ho- 

nour he chufed to put upon his anceftors accord- 
. ~ ing 


(a) Pfa- Ixxx.17 (4) Dan. vii. 1g. (c) Aéts vii. 56. (@) Rev. 
“Kiv. a4 (e) ibid. 1, 33. 
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ing to the flefh,—and the truth of his being defcend- 
ed from ¢hem in whom he was promifed. It may 
ifhew his great love and regard to man, when he fo 
frequently calls himfelf the jon of man. It points 
out the great depth of his humility, in. being 
clothed with flefh : And implies the reality of his 
humanity. But tho’ fome of thefe may appear to 
us good reafons for his affuming that name, efpe- 
cially the two laft, which are commonly fufiained 
as the only reafons; yet 1 can feeno reafon at all for 
- his calling himfelf fo often the son of man, to thew that 
he was rea//y man, as this could be of no advan- 
tage to thofe he converfed with; for in his life 
time here, none doubted that he was rea/. man, 
and but very few thought him any thing more 
than amere man, and none of the beft fort neither. 


. Bur Ithink there remain greater reafons for 
Chrift having wled this title, the jan of man, fo fre- 
quently. By it he leads naturally back to the firft 
promife of himfelf, in which he, the mo/? eminent 
Son of man, was promifed as the /eed of the woman, 
for the grand purpofes of deftroying the works of 
the Devi/, and bringing redemption to his chofen. 
By afluming this mame, he thewed himfelf to be 
the true Mefiah, now come to fet up that kingdom 
which fhould never be deftroyed, whom Daniel 
deferibes under the character of the jon of man. He, 
by it, directs the hearers to the confideration of him- 
felf as the /econd Adam, now come to reftore what 
the firft Adam loft to himfelf, and his feed. — 


Unper this character, the fon of man, the 
Lord Fefus has the pre-eminence above all that ever 
.did, or fhall bear that title; as in him dwells all 
the fulnefs of Deity,—with refpe& to the wonders 
of his extraordinary conception,—the fingular 

graces" 
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graces he was endowed with above all the fons of 
men,—the admirable works he performed, which 
‘none other could do,—the offices he fuftained, and 
the commiffion he bore,—together with the’ names, 
privileges, dignity, and glory, conferred upon him’: 

In all which, and many other refpects, he is the 
chief wf. ee je fs of meny—the choiceft work of Gop. 


So M E of: the Prophets, as Bab biel and Dadbiel, 4 
have the title: fon of man given them, whether to 
‘point out the dignity and eminence of thefe’ Pro- 
-phets, in’ any particular ‘refpect 3: Or, to put them 
in mind of their frailty and-low original, to keep 
them humble amidft fo many vifions, “and fuch near 
intercourfe with Gop, I fhall not determine. But 
it ig remarkable, that tho’ Ezeéze/ in his prophecy, 
is called the fon of man about a hundred times ; 
yet he is never called rue fon of man, which Fe ofius 
Chrift is called, near a hundred times in the gofpels 5 
which certainly points out his fingular eminence 
einias all tee under that title. 


Tur Lord Fe sie Chrif?, in ove cil is alfo very . 
often called the Son or Gop: And in the New 
‘Teftament, this part of his character is reprefented 
to be fo important,—fo much weight laid upon the 
‘proper or improper ufe of it, that it nearly con-— 
cerns every chriftian, to endeavour with the ut- 
moftt diligence, to attain the right underftanding of 
the true fenfe and meaning thereof. This can only 
be had by a. careful and impartial enquiry into 
veueee itfelf. 


Waar EVER may be the various opinions of 
others concerning this term, as applied to’ Fe/us 
Chrift, 1 am fatistied that he is called the Son oF 
Gop, as he is the glorious, divine EMMANUEL,— 

. the 
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the promifed Merssian, and aLL suPFICIENT 
Saviour, chofen, anointed, and fent of Gov, for 
the saLvATION of men. Here IJ include thefe three 
things: The ewcellency of the Person, EMMANUEL, _ 
who is Gop and Man: His de/ignation to the office 
of Saviour: And his fitne/s and Speers to Senile 
the great work of Salvation. 


Berore lenter upon the proof of the above 
propolition, I fhall mention fome texts where the 
title /on of God is given him, to point out the ewxce/- 
lency of his Perfon, and fome others his office, which 
will tend to clear the terms I have ufed. 


°T 1s certain that Fefus Chrif? is called the /on 
of God, in a fenfe far /uperior to all others who are 
called his /ons ; becaufe he has a nearer relation and 
refemblance to Gop ; hence he is called Ais own 
Sony only begotten Son,—beloved Son,—firft, born,— 
the image of the invifible God,—and the brightne/s of 
his glory. Tho’ all thefe expreflions imply deriva- 
tion and dependence, ideas infeparable from the com- 
mon fenfe of the terms; yet, they alfo denote the 
excellency of the Per/in, and his refemblance to Gon, 
with the peculiar relation and endearment he is 
under above all ee 


Tue: title Son of God, feems Teowate to have 
a refpect to the excellency of his Perfon, when join- 
ed to the word Meffiah or Chri/?, (which arc the fame 
in 1 fenfe) as defcriptive of the Perfon who bore that 
oflicial name.— Pefer anfwered and faid, thou art 
Chriff, the Son of the living Géd.” And. the high- 
prieft, when adjuring Chrift to a confeffion, faid, 
«¢ Tell us whether thou be Chri/?, the Son of God. ” 
- To the fame purpofe is that which Martha fays, 

<‘ I believe that thou art Chri/?, the Son of Gad.” 

THERE 


\ 
S 
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THERE are alfo many texts, where the title, 
Son of God, has a refpett to his offce, as the promifed 
Mefiah, the Saviour ; not excluding the excellence ° 
of his perfon, which rendered him fit for the office 


he was appointed to. This is plain from what he ~ 


replied to the Fews, who charged him with blaf- 
phemy for afluming the title Son of God—* Do ye 
fay of him whom the Father hath. /anciifed, and fent 
3ato the world, thou blafphemeft; becaufe, I faid, 
lam the Son of God?” His being fanétified and 
fent by the Father, He makes a fuflicient ground to 
entitle him to the name Son of God. Itis faid of 
Fohn the Baptift, that he, “faw and bare record 
that this is the Son of God.” Which mutt be meant 


_of the promifed Meffiah. “ Nathaniel faid, Rabbi, 


thou art the Son of Ged, thou art the fing of Ifrael.”’ 

As the Me/iah was promifed as a ding, the Fews 

looked for him im. that character; and here Na- 

thaniel owns Fefus to be the very Peron, Mefiah 
the king. When Fefus afked the man whofe eyes 

he had opened, ‘*doft thou believe on’ the Son 

of God?” Itmuft mean Me/iah, the Saviour, for in 

that character only he was the object of the man’s 

faith ; which 1s evident from the reply he made 

to the man who afked him who the Son of God was? 
Fefus faid, “* thou haft both feen him, and it is he 

that talketh with thee.” When the Apoftle fays, » 
* We know that the fon of God is come,” it mutt 

mean the promifed Me/iah, who was appointed of 
Gop the Saviour of men. | 


I+ might be alfo obferved, that there are feveral 
texts where fon of Ged is joined with Fe/fus or Chri/?, 
in which the name jon of God is put for the Mefiab 
or Saviour, and the terms Fefus or Chriff do not 
fignify character or office, but the particular name 
by which he was known among the Jews asa man, 

and 
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and diftinguifhed. from other men. Hence the 
Ethiopian Lunuch fays, ** 1 believe that Fefus Chriff, 
is the fon of God; And Luke ‘tells us, that Paul 
“* preached Chri/? in the fynagogues, that he is the 
Jon of God.’ That is, that the man commmonly 
called Fefus, is the promifed Meffiah, the Saviour. 
This fenie of fuch texts is’ the more evident, if it 
is, confidered, that the gréat ,queftion betwixt the 
Fews and chriftians, was. not concerning the proper 
Deity of our Saviour, or whether. Fefus of Naza- 
retb was the true and.eternal Gop ; but whether 
he was the promifed: Me/fiah, the Saviour of ‘the 
world. But I only hint thefe things here, as I 
fhall have occafion to confider fome of them more 
fully afterwards. This much was neceflary to free 
the terms from ambiguity, and diftinguith the ideas 
included in that fenfe, which I think the title, jon 
of God, is applied to Fe/us Chri/? in fcripture. 


I sHALL next endeavour to prove, by a num- 
ber of particular arguments, that it is the true fenfe 
and meaning, which our Saviour and the facred 
writers defigned to convey to chriftian difciples in 
all ages: And the only fenfe in which it is poffible 
for them to underftand that phrafe, as applied ‘to 
Chrif?, agreeable to the fcope of revelation, or their 
own {piritual edification. 

1. Tue frf argument in favour of ‘this fenfe 
of Chrif?’s fonthip, may be taken from the various 
ideas of fonfhip mentioned above. The common 
notion of Chri/? being a Son, as he is Gop, does 
- not agree with any fenfe fonfhip is taken in among 
men, nor can any idea that revelation affords, be 
juftly connected therewith: “Except that one of 
human fonfhip be infifted on, that a /on is of the 
fame nature with his father, which in this cafe, 

: top | 


would 
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would make wo Gods, as we fhall fee afterwards. 
But when we -confider Chri/? in his character as 
Emmanuel, the promifed Meffiah, the fent of Ged, and, 
Saviour of men, engaged in the great work of their 
Salvation, there is not one idea of fonfhip, that I can 
remember either in fcripture or the common ac- 
ceptation of mankind, but what is perfectly re- 
concileable to him as the /on of God: But as it 
would be too prolix to confider every idea of fon- 
thip in ‘this light, I fhall only take two or three, 
which will ferve as a key for all the reft. 


Dexrtvatrown is one idea of fonfhip, which 

is neceflarily implied in his being begotten of God, 
and his fr born: And with eet to the offices 
he bears, the feriptures plainly fhew that they are 
derived from Gon, as he was chofen, appointed, fent, 
and authorized by Gop. - Pee te se 


Lixewess, is another idea of /onfmip, in 
which refpect he is the image of God,;—the only me- 

- dam of all the knowledge we can have of Gon; 
but this idea is intirely confined to his complex cha- 
racter, as we fhall fee afterwards. 


“ SUBORDINATION, DEPENDENCE, and sUBMIS- 
SION, are manifeft in his character as a jon. Hence . 
he fays, “ The Father is greater than 1,—T live by 
the Kather,—The Son can do nothing of himfelf,—t 
mult be about my Father's bujfine/s,—The Father 
who /ent me, he doth the works.’?. All thefe prove 
his character to be inferior as a Som | : 


' Tre’ Son is a difind individual being from the 
Father. This idea is juft, when applied to Chri? 
in his oeconomical chara&ter as a Son, which is 

lie clear 


4 
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elear frorn his praying to the Father,—and faying, 
“ Tfeék not mine own will, but the will of the £2- 
ther thatfent me. Not my will, but thine be done.” 
The will of Gop is but.one, yet here are two wills, 
diftiné from each other, mentioned. If the will of 
the Father, be the will of Gop ; and the will of 
- the Son, diftinct from the Father’s, the Son mutt 
be a diftin@ being from the Father, or he could. 
not have a diftinct will and confcioufnefs from the 
Father, as the above expréffions of his plainly prove 
he has. Now, we muft either conclude that he is 
a Son, in an oeconomical fenfe, in which it is ne- 
ceffary for him to have a diftinaé will: Or, we muft 
maintain that there are ¢wo Gods, each poflefled of 
-diftin& powers of willing and confcioufneds. 


ANOTHER {criptural idea of Jfinfbip, is one 
that builds up bis Father's bouje. We can be in no 
doubt in what fenfe this is applicable to the /on of 
God, as it muft be limited to his official character as - 
the Saviour of mén. Gop teélls David, by Nathan, 
<< ] will fet up’ thy feed after thee,—and I will efta- . 
blifh his kingdom. He /ball build an houje for my 
name, and Iwill eftablifh the throne of his king- 
dom for ever. 1 will be his Father, and he fhali 
be my Son.’* The whole of this undoubtedly refers 
to the promifed feed of David; and whatever re- 
fpect it had to Solomon, the particulars mentioned, _ 
aré ftrily trué of none but the /on of God, who is 
alfo calléd the jon and feed of David, whofe king- 
dom and reign is forever. Of this we are abfo- 
lutely certain, fince the Apofile hath applied the 
words exprefsly to the /on of God, when proving 
his character to be more excellent thanthe Angels, 
becaufe Gop had faid of him, “ i will be dis Fa- 
ther, and he fhall be my Son.” That is him, of 
whom it was faid, “* He /hall build a houfe for my 
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nltane:: &e.”?) Ay iene but wee defcription -of the — 
diftinét parts the Povber and Son haa in the oeco- 
nomy: of redemption. 


sa HE : Son of - God rears fuch a yer en eoe in 
fach away, and with fuch materials, as fhall eternally 
‘exalt the glory of his Father’s love, wifdom, ME CY 
and grace. He laid the foundation in his own blood, 
‘which he gave as a price to redeem them who were 
‘children of wrath,—dead in trefpafles and fins,— 
‘enemies to Gop in their minds by wicked works,— 
“walking after the lufts of the fefh, and fulfilling 
the defires thereof: By the pow verful efficacy of his 
word, he gathers them out of all nations,—quickens 
‘and fan@ities them by his {pirit, and fo makes them 
polithed living ftones in the f{piritual building of 
Gop,. which. is wholly intrufted.to his care, as the 
great architect of this fabric of mercy, which is 
‘Begun, ‘carried.on, and finifhed to the eternal _praife 
of Gop, by ‘him “who is faithful in all Phngs 
‘over this his own houfe, As A SON.” 
lp SHALL sate mention one idea more of Janhips 
age is that of one tran/mitting bis Father’s name 
‘down to poflerity. "To what was faid above on this, 
T fhall juft add, that as the name of,.Gop, is ia 
his fon Fe/us Chr i/?, fo it is made known by him.* - 
“We can have no faving knowledge of Gob, but as 
‘revealed in him, who is not only the ‘medium of our 
knowledge, but the means of our aces to Gop. He 
is 


“ * Pla. xci. ra, which we have tranflated,— ** Becaufe he hath 

Known my name,’’—reads literall y,— ne will fet bimon « high, 
becaufe fe bath made my name known.’ A promife refpedcting 
the exajtation of Chrif, after glorifying his Father in his homiha- 
tion uponearth. The life of CAri?, was a vilib!é reprefentation of 
‘the name of Gop, and the cleareft difplay of the divine perfec- 

tions. That power by which he did fo many ftupendous works, 
was the almighty power of Gop: He gave the cleareft difplay of 
divine 
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is with the greatett One called, “ the image 
of the invifible Gop. No man knoweth the Fa- 
ther, but he to whom the Jon doth reveal him? 
When Philip wanted to fee the Father, Fefus Laid 
to him, ‘* Have I been fo long time with you, and 
yet fayeft thou, thew us the Father ? He that hath 
feen me, hath feen the Father.. No man cometh to 
the Father, but through him.” All this is certain- 
ly faid of him as the mediator betwixt Gop and 
men. 


From the confideration of thefe, and other 
ideas of /onfhip, being fo clearly applied to. Fefus 
Chrift_ as Emmanuel, the all-fufficient Saviour of men, 
. it amounts to one good argument, that in that 
 fenfe he is called the Son of God. 


a tos a may be obferved as another argument, 
that as he is called the /on of man, to point him out 
to usas the Me/fiah, fignifying his relation to men in 
an eminent fenie, as the promifed feed of the wo- 
man, and chief of all the fons of men: So he is 
called the Sen of God, as he is the Mefiah, in- 
cluding that /ublime pelarian to Gop, by- which he 
is in amore eminent fenfe, the Son of God, than any 
other who are called fo. 


Tue firft promife that was } made oS the Mofiab, 
Was, 


divine benevolence or good will to men, in I iving and dying for 
them: He went about always doing good, diffufing his god-like 
kindnefs in the greateft as of compaflion, fympathy, and tender- 
nels : He gave a mott ftriking exhibition of the mercy of Gop, 
in forgiving his moft inveterate enemies, and fhedding his own 
blood for their falvation: He fhewed the purity and holinefs of 
Gop in real life : In fhort, all the revealed perfections of Gop 
were con{picvoufly manifefted in his life, death, and fatisfaction; 
inhim, ‘* mercy and teuth met together, righteoufnels and peace 
have kiffed each other.” 
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‘was, a8 the feed of the woman, who fhould bruife — 
the ferpents head, that is, deftroy his power. Now his 
being called the feed of the woman, muft have a near 
relation to the title /on of man: But this promife 


|. leonceraing him, is faid to be fulfilled by him, as the 


‘Son of God’; for Fobn fays, “ The Son of God was 
rhanifetted to dé/troy the works of the Devil.” He, | 
as the jon of man, was promifed to do this great ~ 


“work, and as the /on of God he actually finifhed it; 


which evidently fhews they have both a refpeét to 
him as the Me/fah, the Saviour of men. 


© Perwars fome will think this argument not 


conclufive, becaufe he is not called fon of man in the 


_ firft promife, and therefore it has not a relation to 


his being the Mefizh. But there is abundance of. 
textstofupport theidea; as for example, (/)‘‘ Let thy 
hand be upon the man of thy right hand, the fon 
of fian, whom thou madeft ftrong for thyfelf.” 
Whether thé firft clanfe refers to the atonement he 
‘was to make, or the fupport that fhould be given 
him m the work,—and the fettling of his kingdom 
‘and glory after it, I need not’ here enquire, as it 


_ anthiot be déubted that thé Meffiah is meant, that 
jon of man, on whom Gop has devolved the care 


of man’s falvation, “ I have laid help upon one that 
ismighty; I have exalted one chofen out of the 
people.” \.. : a oy) 


DanieEu fays, (¢) “ I faw,—and behold, one 
like the fon of man, come with the clouds of hea- 
ven,—and there was given to him dominion, and 
glory, and a kingdom, ‘&c.” ‘This fo plainly refers 
tothe Mefiah, as it needs no comment. Ht 
ai sbio? Po a ae 
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(2) “ Tu & people an{wered him, we haye heard 
out of the Jaw, that Chri/t (Mefiah) abideth for 
ever: And how fayeft thou, the ./on of man mutt be 
lifted up! Who is this fon of man? The Jews had 
no notion of any other /on of man, in that dignified 
fenfe the Prophets had fpoken of him, than the 
Chrift or Mefiah, whom they had heard of out of 
the /aw.or Old Teftament: And they feem fur- 
_ prized, that any thing fhould be faid of him as the 
fon of man, that was not confiftent with what they. 
had learned of the Me/fiah, whom they expected, _ 


(7) “Ir is written of the /on of man, that he mutt 
fuffer many things, and be fet at nought.” This 
includes all that is faidin the Old Teftament con- 
cerning the fufferings of the Me/iah, who is here cal. 
led the /on of man : And in many other inftances Chri/t 
applies to himfelf, under.the title fon of man, what 
was faid of him as the promifed Mefiah. But thefe 
are fufficient to prove, that the title fon of man, in 


that eminent fenfe it was applied to our Saviour, 


points him out as the Me/fiah, implying his relation 
to man: So his being called fon of God,. points him 
out in the fame character, including his peculiar 
relation to. Gop, above all that are called his fons. 


3s kus fenfe of Chri/’s fonthip, may be pro- 
ved from the few hints that are given in the Old 
Teftament concerning the Mefigh, under the title 


ofa Son.. Thefe are either under fome fhadow or 


type; or they are fpoken prophetically concerning 
 fome part of his oeconomical character,—his incar- 
nation,—refurrection from the dead,—or his king- 
dom, exaltation, and government: And we haye 
the moit certain rule of interpreting thefe paffages, 

as 


{é) John xii, 34. (4) Mark. ix, a2. 
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as they are all applied to him in the New Teftament. | 


That which ‘the Apoftle cites from Samuel, as a 
proof of Chri/?’s character being more honourable 
than Angels, becaufe he was called a Son, I have 
confidered above, where it appears in what fenfe it 
is applied to him. To much. the fame purpofe is 
that promife concerning him in the P/alms.—(k) 


“He fhall cry ‘unto me, thou art my Father, my 


Gop, andthe rock of my falvation: Alfo, I will 


make him my ff? born, higher than the kings of 
the earth.’? Where his filial dependence upon Gon, 
as his Father, is pointed out in the ftrongeft light, 


and the confidence he fhould have as a Son, in 


going through the arduous work of man’s falva- 
tion : Alfo, the great dignity conferred upon him 
after it was finifhed. As "he 


Is aza‘x tells the houfe of David of a very re- 
markable fign, which JEHovaH would give them. 
—(/) “ Behold, a virgin fhall conceive, and bear a 
Son, and fhall call his name EmMmanvet.” This 
is exprefsly applied to’ Fe/us Chriff, with refpec& to 
his appearing in flefh as the Saviour of mankind, 
by the concurrent teftimonies of Matthew and the 
Angel Gabriel, who faid to Fofeph concerning Mary, 


_ * She fhall bring forth a Son, and thou fhalt call. . 
his name Fe/us : For he fhall fave his people from - 


their fins.” Now (fays Matthew) all this was done, 
that it might be fulfilled which was fpoken of the 
Lerd, by the Prophet, faying, behold, a virgin 
fhall be with child, and fhall bring forth a Son, 


and they fhail call his name Emmanvet, which. 


being interpreted, is Gop witH us.” It is too 
evident to need explication, that in this inftance, 
RES © hs 


{é) Pla, Ixxxix. 26, 27. (¢) Ifa, vii. 14. 


( 455) 
the fonthip of Chri/? is reftri@ed ‘to:his complex cha: 
racter EMMANUEL, the Saviour ’of men. na 


Tw» the other inftance where J/aiab {peaks of him, 
as the ¢hild-born, and the Son gzven, he fays,—(m) 
<The government fhall be upon ‘his fhotlders,—- 
of the increafe of his government and peace there 
fhall be no end, ‘upon the throne’ of David, and 
upon his kingdom, to. order it, -and-to eftablifh it 
with judgment and ‘with juftice, from henceforth 
even for ever.” .Wecannot'refufe the juftnefs of 
that application,-in a very’ fimilar defcription, 
which the Angel gave Mary of the Son fhe fhould 
bring forth.—() “ The Angel faid, fear not, Mary, 
behold, thou-fhalt conceive in, thy womb, and 
_ bring: forth a Son, and thall call his-name Jesus.’ 
He thall be greaty:‘and {hall be called the Son of 
the HiGHEsT 5 and the Lorp Gop hhall give unto’ 
him the’'throne of ‘his Father David : And he fhall 
reign over the houfe of Facob for ever; and of ‘his 
kingdom there fhall:be: no end.” "The name he) 
was to bear, ‘implies the falvation he was to pro-, 
cure. It was given as a reafon why he was called 
Jesus, becaufe, faid the Angel, * he fhall fave his 
people from their fins.’ By the appointment of 
heaven, this was his proper name. But the term 
Son here, as in all other places where’ it is ufed; is 
defcriptive of a charaéter, in which is contained a 
number of diftinét fats, and it ‘is fometimes applied 
to one part of the charaéter, and fometimes to ano- 
ther. In this paflage, it is appropriated to the exalt- 
ed ftate of kingly government, which Gop would 
raife him -unto, after finifhing the great work of 
redemption. It fo plainly refpects him in his oeco- 

i oH ou. 65U Loo nomical 


(wm) Ifa, ix. 6,7. () Luke i. gt, 34, 33 


( 154 ) 


ndenical: charaéter, that, to apply it to. any other 
oe would, be, a. manifeft abufe of the paflage. 


= s to. that; ie: in the, Proverbs (0) § <, What 
is his. name, Or. what is, his-fon’s name'?’? (which 
hath been fo often perverted, by making it a proof 
of Chrif?’s fonthips:as heis. Gob) I.think it is) -evi- 
dent from the, {cope (of it, that;it,-has no relatien 
to Chrift atalls -but:a quettion . of. the:fameé kind 
with fome. ‘oghers in, feripturé,,“¢ who. (that i is, what 
man), hath afcended. upto heaven, ‘&e.: what: is: a 
Mawes diy whet is chis-fon’ Ss. name £ Bhroo!! 


‘ae Rig oe fs think: Nakedtieeas=: meant any! 
thing. concerning Fé efus Chrifty the} Meffiah, ‘wheni 
in the height of dis furprize, helays,—-(p)“ Lo, 1 fee 
four men. loofe, walking iin the midft of the heed 
and the form of the fourth isdikethe fon of God.” 
Any. one but tolerably. acquainted with the; Bible 
— gnly3e will fee. that-it was the manner of, {peaking 
in (the-eaftern’ countries, to-call almoft. everything 
Father, Sony or Daughter. Hence, for a: proud or 
wicked man, weread the on of pride,.the fon sof 
wickedne/s ;,and-ter mighty, men; the /ons of the 
mighty. ~ It isalfo, obfervable, that the term Gop, 
| is.often ufed to heighten the idea of the thing fpo- 


ken} of, as, ‘S thé trees of Gods: &e,” Why. then 


might not Nebuchadnezzar, atthe fight, of -fo glo- 
riotisa »perfony call) him. the /on of God, or’ one 

whofe glory: was’ above the. appearance of men,— 
ane of a moredivine and God-like form than. the 
other three, whom he afterwards calls ‘the Angel’ or 
meffenger of theGon of Shadrach, Mefhach, and Abed- 
nego, This was like the language ef a heathen king; 
who fuppofed that men might be deified, for he calls 
him 


(0) Pro.x& x, 4. (p) Dan. itt. a5. 
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him aman as wellas the other, but more like the 
notion 4e had ofa Gop. ‘It cannot be imagined: 
with any probability, that this idolatrous prince 
knew any thing of Chri/?,‘ tho’ fome: would have 
him know more than many of ‘his Aftoples did, all 
the time Chri/? was among them...) ; 


THERE is one text more in the Old Teftament, — 
which claims our particular attention, becaufe cur- 
rently interpreted of the fonas he 1s God,whichis directs 
ly contrary to the fcope of the paflage itfelf, and the 
ufe which the Apoftles make of itin the New Tef- 
tament.—(qg) “ I will declare the decree, the Lorp 
hath faid unto me, thou art my Son, this day have 

I begotten thee.” It is evident, that the general 
{cope of this P/alm, is a prophetical defcription of 
the character of the Me/iah, in fome things parti- 
cularly relating to his /ufferings, refurrection, king- . 
dom, and conqueft over his enemies. 


Tue raging of the heathen, and vain imaginations of 
the people, are exprefsly applied by (r) Peter and Fobn 
to Herod, Pontius Pilate, the Fews and Genizles, that 


- were gathered againft Curtst. Thefe Apoftles in- 


terpreted this Pfalm, with refpect to the counfel 
and determination of Gop, concerning what fhould 
happen to Curist. When the Apoftle would con- 
vince the Fews, that the fame Jesus, whom they 


- had condemned and crucified, was the Me/ffiah pro- 


!, 


mifed to the tathers, he fays,—(s) “ We declare 
unto you glad tidings, how that the promife that 
was made unto the fathers, Gop hath fulfilled the | 
fame unto us their children, in that he hath razed 
up Jesus again: as it is alfo written in the fecond 
~Phalm, “ Thou art my Son, this day have I ee 
tbee.” 


(g) Pla. ii. 7, (r) AGsiv. as.29. Cs) ibid. xiii. 92, 33 
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thee. Nici to deny that by the Son in this text, 
is, meant the Moff ah, is in plain terms to fay, that the 
Apottle, or the Spirit by which he was infpired,did not 
underftandthe meaning of it ; feeing it isfo exprefsly 
applied to him in that character, yea, brought as a 
proof of his being the Mess1aH: Andnotonly here, 
but in other places, it is accommodated to the fame 
purpofe.. It is certainly fufficient to limit human 
curiofity, when the matter is determined: fo Sonia 
citly by a divine interpreter. . 


Tue ‘text itfelf is the language of the Sow, 
who fays,—‘* 1 will declare the decree, the Lorp 
hath faid unto me, &c.’? Now the Apoftle tells us, 
he became our high prieft in purfuance of this de- 
cree, (#) “ No man taketh this honour to himfelf,, 
but he that is called of Gop, as was Aaron: me 
alfo, Chrif? glorified not himfelf, to be made an _ 
high-prieft; but he that faid unto him, thou aks * 
my Son, this day have I begotten thee.” What 
“kind of reafoning would this be for an Apoftle, if 
the /onfoip in the text referred tothe manner of his 
divine exiftence, under which confideration, he 
could not be ft apart, appointed, confecrated, or per~ 
fected; nox could any office be prefcribed to him.. 
But the Apoftle affirms all thefe of the Son, men- 


‘tioned in the text, and therefore he muft be fo 


defigned with TU erenanec) to. his -osconemipal chas > 
racter. 


Curisy, muk certainly be confidered under. 
the fame character in the 7th, as in the 8th verfe 
of this Pfalm, where it is faid, « Afk of me, and 
I thall give ohee the heathen fox thine inheritance, 
and the uttermoft parts of the earth for thy poe 

. feflion.”? 
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{effion.”’? To afk and receive an inheritance and. \ 
poffeflion, are terms quite agreeable with his in- | 
ferior character, as Me/fah : But abfolutely incon- 
diftent with Deity. As Gop, he has an original \ 
right to all creatures, the heavens and earth are | 
his, and all they contain. . . 


Tue word Day in the text, is fuppofed to 
mean. efernity; and fo the Son is concluded to be 
an eternal Son. The beft reafon I could ever hear 
for this conjecture was, that fome men have 
thought fo. But the Apoftle furely thought other- 
wife, when he applies the text to things done in 
time : And alfo joins it with another fimilar paflage, 
which is fpoken in the future time, and ve 
much elucidates this, “1 w// be to hima Father, 
and he fall be to me a Son.’? This cannot mean 
gither eternity, or the pure Deity of Chri. Be- 
fides, there is not one inftance where the phrafe 
_to-day fignifies eternity in all the word of Gop. 


Many commentators apply the text to the re- 
_furrection of Chrift, from what the Apoftle fays, 
Acts xiii, 22, 33. * The promife which was made 
unto the fathers, Gop hath fulfilled the fame unto 
us their children, in that he hath raifed up Fefis 
again; as it is alfo written in the fecond Pialm, 
Thou art my Son, this day have I begotten thee.” 
Tho’ the application of it. to Chri/i’s refurrection 
equally favours my argument; yet, I think by 
clofe attention to this paflage, it will be found, it 
rather refers to the fending of Chrif? in the deth, 
as the fulfilling of thofe promifes made to the 
fathers. ee ) 


Tue Apoftle had been giving the Fews at An- 
tioch, a demonftrative account of Fe/us being the 
i true 


y 


~. 


a ee 


true Mefiab promifed tothe fathers,in which heintro- 
duces'theteftimony of Fobn the: Bapti/?,—charges his 
death upon their countrymen, proves hisrefurrection 
from the teftimony of living witnefles, and then tells 
them that thefe things were foretold by promifes to 
the fathers, which were now fulfilled to them, viz. 
The promife of the coming of Chriff, ver. 33. 
Gop hath fulfilled the fame (that very promife 
made to the fathers, mentioned in the foregoing © 
verfe) unto us their children, in that: he hath 
raifed up Fefus, (again, this word the original will 
not bear) as it 1s written im the fecond Pfalm, 
«“ thou artmy Son, this day have begotten thee.” . 
The promife of his refurrection, he adds the: very 
next verfe.—‘‘ And as concerning that he rai/ed - 
him.up from the dead, no more to return to cor- 
ruption, he faid on this wife, 1 will give you the 
fure mercies of David, &c.” The firlt raifing up 
here, muft refer to his coming in'the flefh, as ex- 
preffed in. the 23d verfe, “ Of this man’s (David) 
feed, hath Gop, according to his promife, raz/ed 
-unto Ifrael, a Saviour Fefus.’ The words “ unto 
us thew children,’ feem to limit it to that fenfe. 
- Whereas had it been meant of the refurredtion, 
why is it added immediately, “ And as concerning 
that he raifed him up from the dead,’ if in the for- 
mer verfe, he had meant the refurrection? He 
‘rather feems to add thefe words, on purpofe to 
diftinguith this laft raiing up from the former. 
Moreover the words ‘ as concerning,” point: out 
another fubjeét than the foregoing, whereas the 
former part of the 34th verfe is fuperfluous,: if the 
33d meant the re/urrection of Chrif?. Befides, the 
word here tranilated raved up, in other texts, 
fignifies to raife up feed. “ I will raife unto David 
a rightcous branch.—tI will rai/e up thy jeed after 
. thee, 
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thee, which fhall be of thy fons, and will eftablith 
his kingdom.—I will rai/e im up a faithful prieft.— 
And raife-up feed to thy brother.—-That of the fruit 
of -his loms, according to the flefh, he would rai/e 
up Chrif? to fit on his ‘throne-—A Pisphes; fhall the | 
_ Lorp your: Gop ey up unto you of your bre- 
thren,; hike unto meys.\ 


A s to the oie two Bi pelocts where this text from 
the fecond Pfalm is cited, they haye no relation to 
the réfurrection of Chrift, diftina from other parts of 
his character. It istherefore plain, from the ufe the | 
Apofile makes of this'text, that it refers to the ge- 
neral, character of the. “Meffi ah, as the fon of God, 
which ‘name, as foretold :in fits Old elements: 
was. particularly given chim, when. he appeared in 
ficth na te the ao Sie errand of man’s. falvation. 


Disks vs, E apie it is sia day evident, thias | 
all the texts in the Old Feftament, which fpeak of | 
Chrift asa Son, are in the New Teftamenie, applied 4 
to -him:n his oeconomical’ character ; ; which makes | 
one firdng argument for his fonfhip being taken 
im: dion: eniewy But: I geste to a 


te etal rer rinea ‘taken: from regal texts, 
Sileiie feem exegetical ox explanatory of the term 
jon &-God,.as applied to Chrift in the New Tefta- 
ment,and which cannot be interpreted any other way 
than as having a relation to his ceconomical. charac 
ter.—The firft I {hall mention, is that declaration of 
Gop. concerning his Son at his baptifm, which | 
was repeated at his transfguration. *¢ This’ is my | 
beloved Son, in whom I am well pleafed, hear ye, hime? | 
Three very comprehenfive fentences, and all agree- |. 
abi to the prefent ah og In Ee al, Gop, i. 
the 


oe 
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v 
the character of the Father, exprefles his delight 
and fatisfaGtion in Fe/us Chri? his Son, ashe ftood 
' intrufted with the great concerns of men’s falva- 


tion, and the obligation to obedience from them, 


- on account of that oeconomiical relation. ©The re/a- 
- tion and Jove of Gop to Chri/f, is exprefied in the 
» firtt claufe. “This is my beloved Son.” In the fe- 
_ cond, are implied the relation the redeemed ftand 
- in to Gop, and the love he bears to them in his 


. fon, as mediator. “In whom :} am well pleafed.’”! 


Which is fimilar to that expreffion, “+ I.am pleafed 
for ‘his righteoufnefs fake ;” which righteoufnefs 
_ the “Son°having finifhed, and the Father accepted. 
on their behalf,:a new relation is conftituted: be+ 
twixt Gop and them, as the*foundation of ‘their’ 


_- duty required: inthe laft: claufe;.* hear ye him.” ia 

We are under neceflity to include the notion 
of Chrif? as Mediator and Redeemer, in the:character 
of Sen in this text, or it is ‘impoffible to make 
good fenfe of it. How elfe can we account for 
Gop’s being well pleafed with finners iz him? Is it 
not for what he has done for them as Mediator 


; and their Redeemer ? Or where fhall we find ground — 


for any particular immediate obedience to the Son 
more than to the Father ? If he be confidered to 


be Gop, as he isa Son, he cannot be the medium 


of our acceptance with Gop,—nor the obje& of 
any particular duty diftincé from the Father, ex 
cept we admit the notion of two Gops. | ‘ 

: x ae } 


(Perret tells us that the “* Lord Fefus Chrifires 


ceived from Gop honour and glory, when: this 
voice came to him from heaven.” How>this can 
be: true, if he is a Son, as he is Gop, is not eafily 
accounted for: That is, how he could receive ho- 
nour and glory as Gop, by Gop ewning him to 


f 
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be dis Son! But it is eafy to conceive how he 
might receive honour and glory in his inferior 
character as Gon’s /ervant,—the promifed Meffiah, 
by being fo folemnly owned to-be the “ deloved 
fon of God, in whom he'was well pleafed?? 


Awxp as it is with Chrif?, as Mediator, that 
Gop 1s well pleafed, it muft be in that fenfe, he 


is here called his beloved Son, This is further’ » 


clear from a_ parallel text,—(w) “ Behold my fer- 
vant, whom Iuphold, mine e/ec?, in whom my foul 
delighteth: I have put my {pirit upon him, he 
fhall bring forth judgment to the Gentiles, &c.” 
All this, with feveral other things that are in the 
context, certainly belong tohim as Mediator. ‘The 
term /ervant, as applied to him, is the fame with 
Mefiah, and that of Eleét. Matthew renders (v) 
“¢ Beloved in whom I am well pleafed,’ when he ap- 
plics the paffage at large to Chrif?, which is the 
fame with the text we are confidering, and fhews 
them to. be of the fame import. 


Awnp whereas we are commanded to hear the 
Son, it is plain in what fenfe we are to underftand 
that title, from an ancient prophecy of Chri/? by 
Mofes.—(w) “ The Loxp thy Gop will raife up unto 
thee a Prophet from the midft of thee, of thy bre- 
thren, like unto me, him fhall ye hear.’ The («) Apoftle 
tells us, that this was foretold of Fe/us Chri/t. 
From thefe confiderations it is indifputable, that 
his being called the befoved Son in the text, is 
meant of his complex character as Mediator, the 
Saviour of men. In him.as the beloved’ fon of God, 
are we accepted, having made peace through the 

xX blood 
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blood of his crofs. He is the great Prophet and 
teacher of his people, whom they are to “ hear 
in all things whatioever he fhall fay unto tuem.”” 
For ‘Gop, (fays the Apoftle) in thefe lait times 


hath fpoken to us by. his Son.” 


We have heard the teftimony of the Father 
‘concerning Chrifi’s fonfhip ; the next inftance thall 
be a fhort commentary. upon this term, from his 
own mouth. Waving cured a man that was born 
blind, whom the Fewi/h rulers, through their blind- 
‘nels, had excommunicated for receiving his cure 
on the fabbath, and faying, that his phyfician was 
a Prophet, and had cured him. by the power of 
Gop. Our Lorp, to, fhew the regard he has to 
thofe who are perfecuted for telling the truth, 
found out the man, and opens more fully his cha- 
ra¢ter unto him, He {aid unto.him, doft thou 
believe in the jon of Ged? He anfwered and faid, 
whois he, Lorp, that. I might believe on-him ? 
And Je/us faid unto him, thou haft both Seen, him, 
and it is he that talketh with thee.’ 


. OwR Saviour very rarely, if in any inftance but 
this, exprefsly called himfelf the, jez of God. But 
here he does it in fuch a manner, as the meaneft 
capacity may. underftand that his. buman nature. 
muft be included in his own defcription of himfelf 
as the. /on of God: Whoever is fo, poffefled. with 
prejudice as to deny this, do in effeét fay, that. our 
Lorp, either gave {uch a defcription of his; /on/bip 
to the man,°as he could have no ideas of,—could ~ 
_underfland nothing about, and fo impofed uponhim: | 
Or, that, the lips of truth told the man. 2 plain and 
aandifguifed falfhood, by faying, in anfwer tothe 
man’s queftion, “ Thou haf both feen him, (the 
fon Ff God’) and it is he that talketh qnth thee.” 
! . Tr 
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Ir is very remarkable to our purpofe, how the 
Ethiopian Eunuch came to the knowledge and be- 
lief of ‘the /n of God. Having read that prophetical 
account of Chri/?’s fufferings,—(y) “ He was led 
as a fheep to the flaughter, and like a lamb dumb 
before his fhearers, fo opened he not his mouth, 
&c.” He afked Philip who the Prophet was there 
{peaking about? We are told that PAilip from that. 
text, preached Jesus unto him, and from the 


evidence of the truth, that Jesus was the perfon 
{poker of, he defired to be baptized. Philip told 
him he might, if he believed with all his heart. 
«¢ He anfwered, I believe that Jesus CuristT is 
the son oF Gop.” The Eunuch had been at 
Ferufalem to worthip, where he, no doubt, had been 
told the current news of the nation at that. time, con- 
cerning Fe/us andhis followers ; butit is plain, he did 
not underttand his character as the Saviour, till Philip 
informed him of the accomplifhment of thefe pro-- 
phecies which he had been reading, in the fuffer- 
ings, death, and refurrection of Fe/us, as the 
Mefiah and Saviour of men. This knowledge was 
the ground of the faith which he exprefled, “ That: 
Fefus (the man of whom he had heard among the 
Fews, and whofe real character Pip had now in- 
formed him of) was the /on of God ;” the promited 
Mefiah, whofe fufferings he had been reading, but 
did not know who to apply them to. This mutt 
“be the fenfe of the paflage, or we can find no con- 
nection betwixt Pdilip’s preaching Fe/us unto him, 
_-and his believing on the /on of God: Nor could his 
confefiion of fuch faith in any other fenfe give 
- him a right to baptifm, the badge of. the chriftian | 
religion. 
Curist 


fy) Ma. lili. 7, 8. 
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CurtisT having finifhed the work of redemp- 
tion on the crofs,—rifen from the dead, and about 
to afcend to heaven as the reprefentative of his 
redeemed feed, he fays to Mary,—(z) “ Go to my 
brethren, and fay unto them, I afcend unto my Fa- 
ther, and your Father, and to my God, and your God.” 
Here Cbhrift'as a Son, not only intimates his rela- 
tion as the covenant head to his people, as cove- 
nant children, in their united relation to Gop, 
as their Gop and Father : But it is manifeft, that 
he fpeaks of himfelf in the fame oeconomical con- 
fideration, when he fays My Gop, as when he 
fays my Farner. And as the one refpects him 
as EMMANUEL, engaged in the work of redemp- 
tion, fo muft alfo the other. This is indifputably 
truc, as well as plain, from the two phrafes being 
joined not only here, but in what is faid concern- 
ing his confidence in Gop, when engaging in the 
work of falvation.—(*) “ He fhall cry unto me, 


thou art my Farner, My Gop, andthe rack of - 


my falvation.’ 


gy. IF itcan be made appear, from what is faid © 
concerning our Saviour in the New Teftament, 
that the fame things are predicated of him under 
the title Son, as under the names Jesus and 
Gurist;—that the names Fefus Chrif? and Son, 
‘are ufed promifcuoufly as fynonimous terms, when 
any thing is affirmed of him that relates to the 
eeconomy of falvation: It will certainly prove, 
that as the names Fe/us and Chri/? are ceconomical, 
that the title /on muft be fo alfo, fince they are ufed | 
indifferently without diftin@ion, that is, the fame 
things which are faid of ¥e/us Chrif? in one place, 
are faid of the Son in another, & contra. This, I 

. | fhalk 


{z) John xx. 17. (*) Pla, Ixxxix-a6e 
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fhall alluftrate by feveral examples, from which it 
will appear, that by the terms Fefus Chrif? and 
Son, in the New Teftament language, we have pre- 
fented the fame object of faith, hope, and con- 
Piense ins | Sosa : 


To give all the texts at large which relate to 
this fubject, would be to copy a great part of the 
New Teftament. I fhall- only felect fome that re- 
{pect the capital doctrines of chriftianity, write out 
one for proof of each particular, and leave others. 
equally to the purpofe, to be compared by the 
reader at his leifure. 


CuristT is called the head of the church— 

(a) * Chrift is the head of the church: And he is 

the Saviour of the body.” So is the Son,—(d} 

«* Giving thanks to the Father,—who hath tran{- 

- jated us into the kingdom -of his dear Son,—he_is 

‘the head of the Body, the church, who is the begin: 
ning, the firft born from the dead.” . 


Att things were made, and are upheld by | 
Fefus Chrif?—(c) * But to us: there is but one, 
“Gop, the Father, of whom are all things, and we 
in him; and one Lord Fefus Chrift, by whom are all 
things, and we by him.’ Applied to the Son.—{d) 
<‘ For by 4im (Gop’s dear Son, the antecedent in 
the context) were all things created that are in 
heaven, and that are in earth, vifible and invifible, 
whether they be thrones or dominions, or princi- 
palities or powers: All things were created by him, 
and for him. And he is before all things, and by 
him all things confit.” 
Eas Jesus 

(a) Eph. v.23. (8) Col. i. 12,13, 18 alfo com, Matt. xxiii. 8, 


‘x6, with Heb. ui, 6. (c) 1 Core viii, 6. (d) Col. i. 26, 17. alfo 
com. Eph. ili. 9. with Heb. i. 2. 


A... 
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Jesus Curis was /ent into the world for 


man’s falvation.—(¢) “ This is life eternal, that 
they might know thee, the only true Gop, and 


Fefus Chrift, whom thou haft /ent.’—The Son — 


of Gop was /fent.—(f) ‘“* When the fulmefs of 
the time was come, Gop /ent forth his Son, made 
of a woman, made under the law.” ~ 


He is called Fefus Chrif?, who was born of the 
virgin.—(g) “ Behold, thou fhalt conceive in thy 
womb, and bring forth a Son, and /balt call bis 
name Jesus.—Unto you is born this day, in the 
city of David, a Saviour, which is Chri/? the LorD.” 
He is called the Son of Gop.—(h) “He fhall be 


great, and ball be called the Son of the highef?. — 
‘That holy thing which fhall be born of thee, /bali 


be called the Son of Gon.” 
- Jesus Curts Tr is the author of the gofpel. 
@) “Tam not afhamed of the go/pel of Chrif?.’ So 
is the Son.—(4) “ Gop is my witnefs, whom f 
ferve with my Spirit, in the go/pel of his Son.” — 


By the faith of Fefus Chriff, finners are juftified.. 
—(/) “ Knowing that a man is not juftified by the 


works of the law, but by the faith of Fefus Chrift, 


even we have believed in Fefus Chriji; that we 
might be juttified by the faith of Chri?’ By the 
Jaith of the Son of Gop they live.—(m) * The life 
which I now live in the flefh, I live by the faith of 
the Son of Gop.” 

3 e. 


_ (e) John xvii. 3. (/) Gal. iv. 4. alfo com. Aéts iii. 20. Rom.- 
16 3- r Tim. i. 15. with Adts jit. 26. 4 John iv. 9, 10, 14. John- 
mm, 17 Rom.vi. 3. (g) Luke i. 32. and ii. xz. (A) ibid. 3, 34, 

35. fee Matt. i. a1, 23, 25.and fi. 4. (7) Rom.i. 16, -(&) ibid, i. 

g- fee Marki. ar, (4) Gal. ii, 16, (dr) ibid. ii. 20, 


of 


4 
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Ir was the dlaad of Fefus Chri? that made peace 
with Gop, and purgeth away fin,—(z)“ The 
blood of Fe/us Chriff, his Son, cleanfeth us trom all 
fin.”? Kt 1s called the blood of Gon’s dear Son.— 
(0) “In whom we have redemption through bis 
blood, even the forgivenefs of fin,—having made 
peace through the blood of his crofs.”’ 





Jesus CuristT_ isthe object, of the faint’s 
faith.—(p) “* Believe in the Lord Jefus Chrift, and 
thou fhalt be faved.’ Sois the Son.—(q) “ He 
that believeth on the Son, hath everlafting life.” 


Tuey have fellowfhip with fe/fus Chri as the 
Son of Gop.—(r) “ Qur fellowthip is with the 
Father, and with sis Son Fefus Chiff. Gop is 
. faithful, by whom ye were called into the. fellow- 
thip of his Son Je/us Chri.” 


It was Fefus Chrift that died for finners.—(s) 
«When we were yet without flrength, in due 
time Chrift died for the ungodly.” A little after 
the Apolile fays,—(/) “‘ When we were enemies, 
we were reconciled to Gop by the death of his 
_ SON.” | | LGN 


Lr was Fefus Chri? that rofe from the dead.— 
(u) ‘* He feemg this before, {pakke of the refurrec- 
tion of Chrift.. This Jesus hath Gop raifed up, 
whereof we all are witnefles.’’ Applied to the 
Son.—-(w) “ Declared to be the Son of Gop with 


power, 


(2) xJohni. 7% (0) Col. i, 14, 20. (p) A&ts xvi. 31x. (7) John 
Hit. 36. allo com. Adis x. 36, 43. and xix. 4. with x John in. 23. 
(r) x John i. 3. 1 Cor. i.9. com. Col. 1.6. with x Joho v. ‘12. 
(s)Rom. v. 6. (f) ibid. v. ro. com. 1 Cor. 23. Rom. xiv. 9. 
a Thef. iv, 14, with Rom. 8. 32. (a) Acts il. 31. 32. (v) Rom, 
i. 4. com. Rom, xiv..g. Gol, ui. 1. Eph.i. 20, with « Theff, 

is 10, 


~ 


> 
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power, according to the Spirit of holinefs,. by the 
refurrection from the dead. 


Jesus Cu Ras 7. is eats at’ an S eet 
hand, having all power and authority given unto ~ 
him.—(w) “* Wherefore Gop hath highly exalted © 
him, and given him a name which is above every 
name: That at the name of Jesus every knee . 
fhould bow, of things in heaven, and things in 
earth, and things under the earth ; and that every 
‘tongue fhould confefs, that Jesus Curist is Lorn, 
to-the glory of Gop -the Father.” - The fame 
glory and dignity is attributed to the Soy.—(x) 
* Gop hath in thefe laft days fpoken unto us by Ais 
Sox; whom he hath appointed heir of all things,— 
upholding all things. by the word of his power, 
when he had by himfelf purged our fins, fat down 
on the right-hand of the majefty on high.—Unto the 
Son he faith, thy throne, O. Gop, is for ever and 
ever; 2 fceptre of righteoufnels: is the sige we of 
. ae bingdom.” 


Jesus Curxist fhall'come in great alist 
to judge the quick and the dead —(y) In the 
day when Gop ‘hall judge the fecrets of men by 
Fefus Chrift, according to my gofpel.’? Now our 
‘Lorn tells us himéelf, ‘that (z) “ The Fatherjudgeth | 
mo man; but hath committed all judgment to the 
Son.” 


| Ww HAT puts this matter wholly beyona difpute 
is, that the Apottles did not only make it the fame, 


to 
(av) Phil. ii, 9, 20, 11. (x) Hebvi. I.—8, com, Aéts ii. 36. 
Gol, ii. x, Matt. xxviti. 18. Rev. xi, 35. 7 Bph. i. ro, with 


_ Ags ins 13. John v.23,’ Heb. iv, 14. °(y) Rom. ii. 16. (z) 
John v.22. com, Col. iii. 4. 2 Cor, v. ro, Aéts x. 42, 2 Thefl. | 


ioge with sTheff. i, ro.) Matt. xkv. 34, &e. - 


\ 
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to believe in Fefus Chrif? and the Son of God; but 
they teach it as an exprefs article of his religion, 
that Jesus Curisr zs the Son ‘of Gop—(a) 
Whofrever fhail confefs that Jesus is the Son oF 
Gov, Gov dwelleth in him, and he in Gop. (b) 
Vhofoever beheveth that Jesus is the Curist, 7s 

orn of Gop. (c) Thefe are written, that ye might 
believe that Jesus is the Curist, the Son or Gop. 
(d) Who is he that overcometh the world, but he that 
believeth that Jesus Curist is the Son or Gop? 
This is ue that came by water and blood, EVEN: 
Jesus Curist. (¢) And to wait for his Son from 
heaven, whom he raifed from the dead, EVEN JESUS, 
-who delivered us from the wrath to come’? “ere is 
plain divine teftimony in abundance, exprefied in. 
as ftrong terms as language will bear, = 


From thefe particulars, and many other that 
might be mentioned on this head, it plainly ap- 
pears, that whatever. is faid of Jesus Curist, is 
alfo faid of the Son or Gop. The writers of 
the New Teftament knew no fuch difference in 
the ufe of thefe terms, as writers after them have 
invented: And feeing all things concerning «the 
oeconomy of falvation, are particularly attributed 
to the Son of God, we mutt either admit that he is 
called Son with reference to that oeconomy, or that 
the account the Apoftles have given of him, is ex- 
tremely dark and perplexed ;—very unlike the 
plainnefS and fimplicity of the men,—and more 
unworthy the’ wifdom and goodnelfg of the divine 
Spirit that infpired them. ' HG SES eecOEt 


‘Peruaps it will be faid, (which is the laft 


fhift of fuch as love to deal in my/feries) that there 
| eae d P5ddSe® 


{a)xJohniv. 15. (d) ibid, v. z- (c) John nx. 31 (dj x John 
v. 5,6. (¢) x Theff.i. z0. : 
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isa metonomy in each, of ale texts, or one name. 
put for another. | If this is fo, then there is more 
than. one-half of all the religion in the New Tefta: 
ment, under the veil.of tropes and figures: And 
-fo..we can underftand nothing concerning the Son 
of. God, . our Redeemer, and the way of falvation 
through. him, but by the affiftance of Antonemafia, 
and, other rhetorical figures. _ This at.once deftroys 
that. well-grounded maxim among chriftians ; “That 
all. things necefary to falvation; sare fi imple, plain, easy 
to. be,underftood;. and clearly revealed in the word of 
God.’ . If this is denied, which it muft be if the 
pene is. maintained,. then the Bib/e is no longer of 
univerial ufe..to mankind ; ; the illiterate muft im- 
plicitly believe what the learned ¢ritic and logician 
are pleafed to fay is the fenfe of every text. in 
cet : 


aj oe A N o T H ER ‘argument, ‘may be taken from the 

feveral parts of that character, in which the Son of 
God reprefents himfelf, when inditin g the feven fhort » 
epifiles which John. wrote.to the Afan churches: 

The whole, he challenges . to himfelf as the Son. of 
Gad, “* Thefe things write, faith. the Son oF Gop.”? — 
If, any -.wnprejudiced. reader. will, confult. the fir 

three chapters, of the revelation of. Jesus. Curisr 

to. John, * he will clearly fee from. the other ‘parts - 
of . his character, there mentioned, in what fenie = 

calls himéelf the SON OF Gory % bas 


x tr, is the. Jose Fels Chr Tee 66 ie Antibes wits 
nel the firft begotten of the! dead, and the prince 
ma of 


* » This ae he, a more, proper, pe to ue oaks she’s w bat. it 
commonly Beats, viz. * The revelation of S& t Fobn the divine.” 
For the firft words of the book tell us, that it was “* the revela- 
tian eee Ghee. 
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of the kings of the earth.—He that loved us, and 

waihed us from our fins in his blood, » and hath 
made us kings and priefts unto Gop and his Fa- 
ther ;—behold he cometh with clouds, and every | 
eye hall fee him, and they who pierced him: 
And all kindreds of the earth {hall wail becaufe 
of him.” The fame who John faw in the mid 
of the candlefticks, of whom he gives fuch a glo- 
rious defcription, every part of which ftrictly be- 
longs to his oeconomical chara¢ters “Iaw one 
like the fon of man clothed with a garment down to 
the foot, and girt about the paps with a- golden — 
girdle: His head and his hair were white like wool, 

as'‘white as {now; and his eyes were as a flame of 
fire; and his feet like unto -fine ‘brafs ; as if they 
burned in a furnace; and _ his voice as the found 
of many waters.—Out of his mouth went a fharp 
two edged {word : And his countenance was as the 
fan: fhining in his ftrength.” Fobn’ s defcription 
being finifhed, mark what he immediately fays of 
_ -himfelf—< I am the firft and the laft: Iam he 
that liveth, and was dead ; and behold, Tam alive 
for evermore, Amen; and have the keys of a | 
and of death.” 


‘To the Pbiladelpbian church he fays,. “ Behold, 
I come quickly,—him ‘that overcometh, will I 
make a pillar in the temple of ‘my God, anal will 
write upon him the.name of my God, and the name 
of the city of my God, which is new Feru/alem, 
which cometh dowa out of heaven from my God : 
And My new wame.” To Fhyatira he fays, 

That which yehave already, hold fait till I come : 
And he that. overcometh, and keepeth my works 
unto’ the end, to ‘him weil give power over the 
-nations,—even as IT received of my Father? tis 


very 


aes 
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very evident from thefe, and many other expref= 
fions, in what fenfe he calls himfelf the fon of God 
in thefe epiftles. — ako ee Seek 
In DEED feveral parts of the defcriptions clearly 
point out his proper Deity, which tends to illuftrate . 
my argument; for as they are connetted with 
others, which muft be limited to his complex cha- | 
yacter and offices, and all faid of the fame perfon, 
the whole muft be taken as a defcription of Emma- — 
nuel the Saviour, or it is impoflible to form any 
juft ideas from this facred account of him, which, — 
I conceive, is the moft firiking of any we have in 
revelation, and reprefents him-as Emmanuel, the 
Son of God, in the cleareft point of view. ; 


«7. One very clear argument may be taken 
from the Son being called the image of the invifible 
God. Iconfefs this is generally brought as an ar- 
-gument to prove that heis the Son, as he is Gop, 
the inconfiftency of which, I fhall confider after- 
wards. In the mean time, let us fee how far this 
part of his filial character is an argument for our 
prefent purpofe. ; a | 


__ jesus Curis may be called the image of 
God, in the three following refpects: (1.),.As MAN, 

his human foul being the holie/, wije/t, bef?, and 

jirft of all created fpirits, made like Gop in the 
_-greateft perfection poflible for a creature. All the 
. natural and moral perfe¢tionsin the whole creation 
put together are not equal to what the human 
nature of the Son of God .is poffefled ‘of : * For in 

all things he muft have the pre-eminence.’ . \n this 
_refpect, he may be called the image of God. But (2.) - 
And more properly, as this glorious human nature 

8 united to Derry: In this refpeé, the perfec- 
tions 
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- tions of Gop himfelf fhine through his Son, in the 
moift refplendent manner as EMMANUEL. In this 
fenfe, the Apottle fays, with the utmoft propriety, 
* He is the brightnefs of glory, and the exprefs 
image of the invifible Gop :, Thus, “ the light of 
the knowledge of the glory of Gon, fhines in the 
face of his Son Jesus. Curist. (3.) He-is the 
image of Gop, as he reveals Gop to men, in the 
character of his ambaffador and reprefentative: He 
reprefented Gop in the whole of the Old-Tefta- 
ment oeconomy, and by his works fhewed his 
power under the New: He is vefted with fove- 

reign dominion over all things in heaven and 
earth,—is appointed heir and Lorp ofall things, 
the king of kings, and Lorp of Lorps. As Adam, 
in his dominion over the creatures, was the image | 

of God, much more is the Son of God, the glorious 
image of God, in his fovereign dominion over the. 
upper and lower worlds. 


Ait the moral perfections of Gop are manir , 
felted by him. “ No man hath feen Gop at any | 
time, the only begotten Son, which is in the. 
bofom of the Father, he hath declared him.—All . 
the treafures of wifdom and knowledge are in him. 
The fulnefs of Deity dwells in him bodily.” His 
character is the brighteft difplay of divine. perfec- 
tions. As the law of Gop in its utmoft latitude 
was in his heart,—his life is an exact reprefenta- 
tion of its goodnefs and extent,—his death, a moft 
ftriking image and declaration of the /ridine/s, holi- 
nefs, and /piritual extent thereof: His laws and gos 
vernment are a difplay of the wz/dom, power, equity, 
and goodnefs of God : Out of his fulnefs. the faints 
receive the abundant grace of Gop: To them, 
“he is made of God, wifdom, righteoufnefs, fanctifi- 
cation, and redemption.’ The certain accomplith- 

: ment, 
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ment of all the promifes of Gop,—and his threat- 
mings upon his own and his people’s enemies, is a 
clear manifeftation of the truthy suftice, and un- 
changeablene/s of God—His appearing in the midft 
of the throne of Gop, as the flain lamb, isa diving, 
everla/ting image of the infinite love and mercy of God, 
in the fending and /ufferings of this beloved Son. 


Unper thefe, and fuch like confideration, . 
we may with propriety learn from the light of re- 
velation, the divine beauty that fhines in’ this part 
of Chrif?’s filial character, the tmage of God, to our 
fpiritual comfort and edification. But we come to 
another argument. | BRUT 

8, ALL the fundamental articles of faith ne- - 
ceflary to falvation, are plain, familiar, eafy to be 
sunderftood,: and clearly revealed in the word of 
Gop; but the belief of Fefus Chrift bemg the Son 
of God, is made neceffary to falvation : Therefore, 
at muft be eafy to be underftood, and clearly re- 
wealed in the word of .Gop. I need not ftand to 
prove the mayor or firft propofition, as it is granted 
by every Proteffant who know his own principles. 
But with relation to the prefent fubjeét, it may be 
-obferved, that as all true religion is -pra¢tical, and | 
‘is attained through knowledge of the object, it 
‘muft therefore be neceflary that we know in whom 
-we believe: And as the only means’ of faving 
‘knowledge is divine revelation, it will follow, that _ 
the .object of our faith muft be clearly revealed 
therein. It cannot be fuppofed, that it is) confift- 
ent with the wifdom and goodnefs of Gop, to 
‘leave that under the veil of ineffable my/ftery, the 
‘Knowledge of which he hath made abfolutely ne~ 
-ceflary to {alvation. oe 
AND 


~ va 
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_AwnpD there is nothing more evident in-the New 
Teftament, than the neceflity of believing that 
Jesus Curist is the Son of Gop, which the fol 
lowing texts, among many, put beyond doubt. (a): 
“ Whofoever hall confefs that Jesus zs the Son of 
Gop, Gop. dwelleth in him, and he in Gop. 
But thefe things are written, that ye might believe 
that Jesus is the Chri/f, the Son of Gop, and 
that believing, ye might have life through his 
name. He that believeth on Aim, is not condemned : 
But he that belzeveth not, is condemned: already, be= 
caufe he hath not believed in the name of the only | 
begotten Son of Gop. Whofoever denieth the Son, 
the fame hath not the Father. And Philip faid, 
if thou believeft with all thine heart, thou mayeft. 
And he anfwered, I believe that Jesus Curist as 
the Son of Gop: And he baptifed him. Thefé 
‘things have I written unto you that believe on the 
name of the Son of Gop; that ye may know that 
ye have, eternal life, and that ye may believe on the 
name of the Son of Gop. He that believeth on the Son, 
hath everlafting life: And he that: believeth not the 
Son, fhall not fee lifes but the wrath of Gon abideth 
on him. - . | tues 
.. Now from . premifes fo evident, the con-/ 
clifion may with fafety be admitted, that ‘the! 
fonfoip of Chrift mult be eafily underftood, and clear- 
ly, revealed in’ the word.of Gop. Then the 

_ doétrine of his being a Son, ws he is Gop, mutt be: 
given up; becaufe all the fupporters thereof, ac- ' 
knowledge it to be an ineffable my/tery, fo inconceiv= 
able, that no man can know it. - But as the ceconomi+ | 
cal character of our Lord and Saviour is every where | 

) : clearly 


(a) < John iv. x5. Joho xX, 3%- ibid. iti, 18, 2 Johnii a3. 
Acts vill. 37, 38, x John v.13. Jolin in. 36. 
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coe taught j in revelation, yea, is ine fubftance of 
both Old and New Teftaments, we may without he- 
fitation affirm, that it 1s in that Jenje the fcripture 
makes the knowledge and_ belief of his character 
as the Son of Gop, neceffary to falvation. This 
natively leads to: ee arcument or — hg 
it mutt be’ for 


9. As the Saspresds ert policed in the Son 
of Gop neceffary to falvation, of confequence there 
muft' be that in him as a Son, which is ‘directly 
fuitable to the finful and miferable ftate of man- 
kind,—which renders him a- proper object of their 
de nite. dependence, and hope. Now, this ‘is not: the 
Deity abjtractedly confidered ; for we cannot tuppofe 
him under that confideration to have the leait re- 
lation to: creatures, much lefs ‘to finful apoftate 
men: And tho’ we fuppofe the relation of creator 
and creatures betwixt Gop and _jfinful men; yet, if 
we do not alfo:take in the confideration of the 
Son's complex character, in which he ftands related 
to: them as their éznfman, and confequently their 
furety and redeemer, there is nothing in him, that 
we know of, that is more fuitable to the miferable 
cafe of men, as /inners, than thereis to the hopelefs 
cafe of Devils, to whom he is under no fuch rela- 
tion. All the /ove, mercy, and grace of Gop com- 
amunicated to men, flow through Ais Son, in 
_ whom they are chofen: Nay, all that is known 
of Gop. is in Chrif, for our oF Hi + the 
dcriptures' do not reveal any Gop but heathen 
ONES. 
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ails & hat Gop out or Curis? is a confuming fire,” isa fen- 
tence that pafles for facred wnt, Lown; I was myfelf fo far‘de- 
ceived through the prejudice “of education, that { ufed it asa 
«text ia a former pubhcation ; but am now. farisfied, that neither 
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But confider the Son of God under the relative 
characters‘ and offices he fuftains, as the glorious: 
Emmanuel, the Saviour of men, with his all-/ufficient 
capacity to fulfil thefe offices, which he in /o great 
condefcenfion was clothed with ; in this light, he is a 
comforting fight toa poor, perifhing, convinced finner, 
who is void of all hopes of falvation any other way. 
“When the wretch, purfued with the curfe, andftung 
with a fenfe of poignant guilt, beholds the glorious 
EMMANUEL, appointed a Prophet to enlighten his 
darkened foul,—a Prie/? to atone for his number- 
lefs fins, and manage his caufe by appearing in the 
prefence of Gop for him,—a éing to rule, in- 
fluence, and defend him againft all’ the combined 
powers of fin and hell,—and all-/uficient for thefe 
jacred purpofes; how happy mutt the poor foul be, 
whois thus through the power of his divine Spirit 
‘determined totruft in him, who is every way fuitable 
for all he wants, or can defire in time and for 
ever? Epa | 


to. THe ground of our adoption, and right to 
‘the privileges of fons, are laid in the filiation or fon- 
JSoip of Chrift, taken in connexion with the free love 
of Gop, asthe fpring of his chufing us in him, to 
be heirs of Gop, and joint heirs with Chri/?. The 
f{criptures prove this; but I can no ways agree 
with thofe, who make it an argument for a natu- 
ral and necefary fonfhip in Chriff; tor the propofi 
tion if once admitted to be true, proves the con- 
trary. . 

” | * eg SO eae Ir 


the words, nor the fentiments they convey, are in revelation, but 
liké many other things, which cuftom only hath made canoni- 
cal. I mention this, to fhew the danger of taking things upon 
truft, and neglecting to examine the fentiments we have been 
nuried up in, many of which are not authenticated from {crip- . 
ture. 


(98) 
Lr believers fonfoip is founded upon: a necefary 

fonfoip in Chrift, it will neceffarily tollow, that their 
fonthip is neceffary alfoi For a neceflary caufe, mutt 
produce a necefiary ¢ifect. It muii alfo follow, 
that the falvation of iinners was neceflary in Gop. 
Where then will we find room for the leaft veftige 
of the fovereign love,—the free will, or even the 
mercy or grace of Ged ? If the fonfhip of Chri/? was 
natural and neceffary, it could in no wife depend ~ 
upon the will of God: And if the fonthip of be- 
lievers is an effect of this natural fonthip, then it 
muft not depend on the wi// of God, more than 
the caufe from which it doth flow. This makes 
our adoption, with the whole of redemption by 
Chrift Fefus, to flow from xeceffity, not from the 


good pleasure of the will of God. 


Axx Gop’s children are made fo by di/pofition, 
founded in fovereign love and grace; but is there, 
or can there be any connexion betwixt a natural 
Sonfoip of Chrift, and a fonfhip founded in /ove and 
grace? unlefs we can fuppofe that Chri/?’s relation 


_ to his people, is natural and neceflary to him, in 


the fame way as his fonfhip is pretended .to be. 
But in this cafe, it would unhappily follow, that 
it would no longer be a difpofition of grace, but 
_ of neceffity; which not only overthrows the whole 
plan of redeeming /ove and grace, but is a plain 
contradiction in terms.. | | 


Jesus CuristT inthe tranfadion which he 
voluntarily aflumed, became the kinfman and elder 
brother of all who were chofen in him, as the ob-. 
jects of Jenovan’s /Jove,—fons and children by 
immutable promife made to him, and who in time 
fhould be actually adopted,—taken into the family 
ef God, and made partakers of all the privileges of 


Jims, 


ge ee 


fons, by virtue of that infallible engagement of 
Jenovau (who had chofen them) to Azs Son, their. 
head and reprefentative; and through the divine 
efficacy of that redemption wrought for them, in 
fhedding his precious blood, that they might actually 
enjoy the favour of Gop, and fellowihip with him, 
_ Thus they are made partakers of a divine nature; 
and pofleffors of the inheritance they were chofen, 
to in Chrift Fefus, which they. had incapacitated 
themfelves for the..enjoyment of, being alienated 
from the life of Gop, and by apottafy liable to the 
curfe; all which, the Son of God, their éinfman, 
came down to redeem them from, by being made 
a curfe for them. . zs 


Iw this hght there is a connexion fupported by 
revelation, betwixt the fon/bip of Chrift, as the elder 
brother in the family of Gop, and the faints /on- 
foip, as younger brethren, heirs of God, and joint heirs 
with Chrift. This will appear ftill more obvious, 
py a little attention to the different characters and 
privileges of the faints, as fons of God, all which, 
have relation to fome name, appellation, or office 
given to Chriff in fcripture. Are they called the 
redeemed, ranfomed, faved, purchafed? Or, 1s re- 
demption, falvation, and liberty their privileges ? He 
bears the names and offices of Ain/man, Redeemer, 
Saviour, Goal, &c. Are they called bride, /poujfe, 
frock, &c? He isthe Bridegroom, Hyfband, Shepherd, 
&c. . Are they begotten of Gov ? He is the only be- 
gatten Son of God. Are they fons and children? 
He is the holy child, Fefus, the beloved Son of God. 


Now if thefe, and all the other privileges of 
the faints refer to, or flow from fome one part or 
other of the complex character of dimmanuel, as 

| they 


( 180 ). 


they indifputably do, why fhould not this of their 
being fons of Gov, have a reference to him under. 
the .fame confideration ? There is a ftrict analogy 
betwixt the /on/bip of believers, and the fon/bip of 
Chrift in his ceconomical charaéter. They are in 
fome meafure reciprocal and ‘correlative, as the 
-exiftence of the one depends upon the exiftence 
of the other. They ate both of the fame family,— 
both heirs of the fame inheritance : He is not afhamed 
to call them brethren,—and the fame Gop is the Fa- 
ther of both.’ Hence he fays, ‘1 afcend to my Fa- 
ther and your Father, tomy Gop and your Gop.” — 


- But no one can have the leaft idea of any ana- 
logy or connexion betwixt the jonfhip of faints, 
and an eternal, natural, and neceffary fonfip. It is 
not. becaufe Gop is eternally, naturally, and ne- 
ceflarily holy, juft, and good, that his people are 
-made holy, juft, and good; but becaufe he hath 
of his fovereign love and good pleafure made them 
fo in his Son Fefus Chrif?, AM that the faints enjoy, 
flows from the free will of Gop, and not from 7e- 
ceffity in his nature, which would be the confe- 
quence if their fonfhip depended upon a natural 
fonfhip in Chri/?. a SOF ll 


_ I’must now confider fome texts, from-which. 
arguments are drawn againft the doétrine I have 
been endeavouring to maintain: And, I prefume 
the impartial reader will fee, not only how little 
they are againft this senfe of Chrif?’s fonthip ; but 
how eafily the texts may beaccommodated to the 
fupport of it ; and therefore may be confidered as. 
fo many more arguments in its defence. © 


Objet. Tux objection that moft weight feems 
to be laid on, is taken from what the Apoftle fays, 
| Mofes 


¢ 1) 


—{a) “© Mofes verily was faithful in all his houfe, as 
ajervant. But’ Chrift, as a fon, over his own houfe: 
Whofe houfe are. we.” From which it is thus 
argued, that to limit the fonthip of Chri/? to his 
_ complex charaéter as Emmanuel, muft deftroy the 

diftinGtion betwixt Chri/? asa Son, and asa SER- 
vanv, and fpoil the beauty of the antithefis betwixt 
Mo es ‘and Chrift im 2 this paflage. = 


10 pa ‘Ir has been made manifeft above, that 
to believe in fe efus Chrift, and to believe in the 
Son of Gop, are of the fame import ; both mutt 
include his complex charaéter. So to behold him 
as a Servant, “which we are commanded: to do,—(b) 
« Behold, my fervanr, whom I uphold,’’—muft be 
of the’ fame import with beholding him as the 
Lamb of Gov, —and hearing or believing in him as 
thé Son of Gos’ in New Teftament language.— 
(c) * Behold the Lamb of Gop, that taketh away 
‘the fins of the world.—This is my beloved Son, 
in whom I am well pleated ; Hear ye him.” In all 
‘thefe characters, he is the object’ of ‘our faith, and 
the fecurity of our.falvation: For the confideration 
‘of faith in Chri/?,,.as it’ refpe@s falvation, muft in- 
clude the confideration of his complex character, 
whether he be viewed as a Son, a Servant, a Savi- 
our, or whatever other name the {criptures repre- 
fent him under to us, as in that character he fi- 
nifhed falvation ” for us, and alfo beftows it ‘up- 
“on us. 


oAyig $ end cilledt a Sere points out the 
-abafed condition he humbled himfelf unto, in go- 
ing through the work of our falvation; in which, 
Al he as | EmManvet, was rich in the enjoy- 
en ~~ Thent 


(a) Heb. iii. 5,6, (6) Ufa. xlii. a. (¢) Joho i. 29. 
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ment of all that is divine,—in him were hid all 
the treafures of wifdom and knowledge,—in him 
dwelt. the fulnefs of Deity bodily,—he was the 
bright reprefentation of Jenovaun’s. glory ;—yet 
for our fakes, he made himfelf of no reputation, 
—became fo poor, as to be more deftitute than 
the beafts of the. earth,—calling himfelf a worm, 
and no man,—having no form or comelinefs why | 
he fhould be. defired,—defpifed, and rejected of 
men, 2 man of forrow, and acquainted with grief, | 
—was wounded, bruifed, opprefled, afflicted, and - 
at laft humbled to the duit of death, Thus Em- 
MANUEL’s glory, who was in the form of Gop, 
and thought it no robbery to aflume the names, 
the glory, the wor/bip of Gop, was veiled, and ap- 
peared in the form of a Servants upheld by the arm 
of Gop in the infinite work of man’s falvation, - 
who now (his {ervitude in fuffering work being 
finifhed) ‘* hath crowned him. with glory and ho- 
nour, far above all principality and power, might 
and dominion, &c. And hath put all things under 
his feet, and given him to be the head over. all 
things to the church, which is his body, the ful- 
nefs of him that filleth all in all.’’ gad 


To anfwer the objection, weneed gono further _ 
than the text on which it is founded, which makes 
directly againft it; and will be found one of the 
_ plaineft arguments in favour of Chri/?s oeconomi- 

cal fonfhip. The text fays, it is as a Son that 
Chrifi_is over his own houfe. By the houfe here, 
muft be meant the church, over which he is the 
governor and head. His right to rule, and the 
{pecial relation he hath to the church as a Sen, is 
exprefled in its being called His own. . The anti- 
thelis is not betwixt GAri/? asa Son, and a Jervant, 

; } as 
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as the objection would infinuate: But betwixt 
Mofes as a servant, and Chrif?.as a Son. The former 
is highly commended for his faithfulnefs as a_/er- 
vant: But Chrif? Fefus, fays the Apoitle, was count- 
ed worthy of more glory than Mofs, not only be- 
caufe he was faithful to him that appointed him 
the Apofile and high-prieft of gur profeflion, but 
becaufe he had built the houfe, and being a Son, 
the firft-born, the right of rule and inheriting was his 
over his own houfe, which he had this double 
right unto. ile 


_ Now, in whatever light we view Chri/?’s rela- 
tion, to the church, whether as their 4ead, goal, 
kinfman, and redeemer : Or, as their Prophet, Prief?, 
Aing, &c. we mutt include the confideration of his 
complex character. For the confideration of his 
being clothed with human nature, aually or pro- 
leptically by participation, is the foundation of his 
relation to the church, as the members of his body 
chofen in him, and his right as their goal to re- 
deem them: Therefore, the fonfhip in the text, 
mutt have a refpectto him as Emmanvuet, feeing 
it is in that character he is related to the church, 
anda Son over it as his own HOUSE. A 


Bu T to fuppofe Chri/?’s fonthip in the text to 
fignify (as the objectors would have it) his Deity: 
abftractedly, makes the paflage wholly unintelligi- 
ble to. us. As.a Son, he has a f{pecial right and 
relation to the church, as his own hou/fe;, but what 
relation can we fuppote any of the divine three hath 
abitractedly, more than another? Hath abfolute 
Deity (which is what we know nothing about) 
any relation to creatures at all? Or, is it effential 
to the Deity of our Lord Fefus Chriff to be the head 
ef the church? Once to fuppofe this (which yet 

: 1s 
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js an idea infeparable from their notion of fonfhip) 
would be to deftroy the fovereignty’ of JEHOVAH'S 


dove, in chufing the church in Chri/? : And the /ove- 
reign, voluntary condefcenfion ef EMMANUEL, in be- 
coming the head, hufband, and redéemer of his 
church. Under that character, heis her head, and 
fhe his members. Abfolute Deity, for ought we 
know, is at an abfolute diftance from any con- 


nexion with, or relation to the creature, in any 


fenfe' whatfoever. 


As we ought not to conceive notions of Gop 
that are not revealed; neither fhould we ‘too’ cri- 
tically diftinguifh the revealed -names and ‘charac- 
ters of the glorious EmmanueL; but rather be- 
lieve, and humbly admire his infinite condefcenfion, 
in becoming fo fuitably related’ to us in his com- 


plex character as EMMaNuEL, in which he exhi- 


bits the divine glory and perfections,—executes all 
the divine purpofes concerning men,—and is the 
glorious medium through which the love, grace, 
and glory of JeHovaH are, and {hall for ever be 
manitefted to his chofen. Thus he is revealed, 
and fo they believe, and fhall for ever behold the 
Son of Gon, in divine refulgence, having all thin 

‘fubdued unto him, who himfelf, as a Son, “ fhall 


‘things under him, that Gop may be all in all.” 


Object. Ano THER objection is taken sane 
thefe texts, where Chri/?, and Son of God, are both 
mentioned, particularly what Peter fays,——(d) 





‘“ Thou art Chrift, the Son of the living Gop.”: 
From which it is inferred, “ that as: the term 


Chrift refers to his ofice, the term Son muft refer 
to his divine perfonality, or there would be a mani- 
ten 

(d) Matt. xvi, 16, 


‘be fubjeét or placed in order to him, that put all. 


x 
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felt fautology in this, and‘ fuch like’ texts, as if 
Peter fhould fay, “thou art the mediator, the me- - 
diator.’ And, this abjection isreckoned unartfwer- 
able, if the text is read as fome critics tranflate.it, 
diftinguifhing the terms by what they call the 
Greék article tTHat, “ Thou art that Chrij?, that. 
Son of the living Gop.” ~ sabe ps ama 
Anf. Tuar the terms Chriff and Son, pre- 
fent us with the fame object of faith as'they are 
ufed-in ‘the New Teftament, is proved above: 
But to give the obje@tion ‘its full weight, we fhall 
firft ‘confider how Chrif? is a term of office,—next, 
what'is fignified by the term ‘Sow in the text,— 
and then what ftrength the ufe:of the Greek arti- 
tle affords the caufe.’ - reg eo ge are Prd 


- As to Chri being a term of office, let it be ob- 
ferved, that‘it is agreed on all hands, that Chraft. 
and Mef/iah are termsof the fame import: Me/iah | 
in the Old’ Teftament, is the fame with Cdri/?.in 
the New. Now, fhould I afk the objector, whe- 
ther he whom the Fews called the Me/iah, was a 
Perfon or office? It would be reckoned of ‘the fame, 
confequenée; ‘as if I fhould: afk, whether a. Per/on 
bea Perfon or not? Concerning the ‘Me/fiah it is 
faid,—(e) “* The rulers took council againit’ the. 
Lord, and his anointed,’ (Meffiah or Chrift.) | This. 
paflage would read, ** They took council againit 
‘the Lorp, and his office.’ The fame Perfon who. 
is called his “Meffiah or Chri/?, in the beginning of 
this Pfalmy isa little after called his ‘47mg, and his_ 
Son, which’ is’ anfwer* enough to the ‘objection. 
But further, Davie/ tells us, that the ({) * Me/iah, 
the prince, fhould be cut off, but not for Arm/elf’” 
This he’ could not fay with propriety of an office. 
> & | Aa Befides, 
 (e) Pfa. tier. (f) Dan, ix. 26. 
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Befides, when Peter fays, ‘‘ Thou art the Chri/t,” 
it would mean no more in that fenfe, than if he 


. had fajd, “ Thou art the office” 


' But there is nothing more plain than that the 
names Ring, Prieft, and Prophet, point at perfons 
vefted with thefe refpective offices; in like manner, 
the name Chri/? points out the perfon authorized 
by office, for the difcharge of the great work he 
was appointed | to: Anduif it be granted, as com- 
mon {enie requires it fhould, that the term. Chri/2 
is not confined to the office, but to the Perfon bear- 
ing the office, then the controverfy is at an end, 
_and the whole caufe yielded, in as much as it has 
been proved above, that the fame official charac- 
ters are afcribed to the Son, as to Curist. The 
plain confequence is, that both terms point out the ~ 
complex perfon of the glorious Redeemer, clothed 
with fuch offices, who is ne other than the bleffed 
. EMMANUEL ; for it is only as fuch, that he does, 
or can fuftain any office in the. bufinefs of man’s 


redemption. 


Ler us next fee.what is moft likely, to. be the 

meaning of the phrafe, * Son or Gop,” in the 
text, This will appear exceeding plain, if the {cope 
of the paffage is attended to. Our blefled Lorn 
had afked the difciples what the people’s fentiments 
concerning him were, ‘They having told him; he 
next requires their own ; when Peter, in the name 
of the other difciples, anfwered, “Thou art CuRristT, 
the Son of the living Gop.’ Now, it muft be 
at leaft fuppofed, that the anfwer ‘which Peter 
gave, was direct to the queftion his matter afked 
_ 4m fuch. a plain manner; But the queftion was, 
_ with refpect to the character of Curis gs. come in 

the fielh, “ Whom fay ye, that I the Son or MAN 
area a ey am ?” 
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am?” Therefore the terms in the anfwer, mutt 
include his human nature, or they would be no 
direét reply to the queftion afked. But that the 
anfwer refpected his character as EMMANUEL, the 
ALL-SUFFICIENT/ SAVIOUR, is evident from our 
Lorp’s reply to Peter, and the fequel of the paf- 
fage. “ Flefh and blood hath not revealed this un- 
to thee, but my Father, which is in heaven.” 
What was it that Peter had revealed unto him ? 
Surely the character of the perfon who was fpeak- 
ing to him. The fame that all Gop’s children 
hear and learn of their heavenly Father, “ That 
he hath fent his Son, whofe name is FMmManvet, 
to be’ the Saviour of the world.” This: is plain 
from what our Lorp adds, “ Upon this rock will 
I build my church ;: And the gates of hell fhall not 
- prevail againft it.” What is thisrock on which the 
church 1s fo fecure? Surely the truth concerning 
the character of Curisr, the Sow of the living 
Gop, which the Father makes known to all his 
children, as wellas to Peter, ‘For other foundation can 
no man lay, than that is laid, which is Jesus 
Curist. Brought unto the church, they “ are 
built upon the foundation of the Apoftles and Pro- 
phets, (the doctrine they taught concerning) Jesus 
CurisT himfelf, being the chief corner ftone; in 
whom (as a Son that builds his father’s houfe) 
all the building fitly framed together, groweth into 
an holy temple in the Lorp.” 


Tue relative character and work of Jesus 
Currst, the Son of Gon, is the fum of the chrif- 
tian religion, and the foundation of the church’s 
-. fecurity and privileges, againft which the powers 
of hell and earth are combined, but according to 
his promife, they fhall not prevail. He next ac- 
_ quaints the Apoftles, with a facred truft that 
fhould 


ee. 


fice afterwards be committed to them, which at 
that time, they very little underftood, viz. the . 


‘opening up and making known to the world the 


doétrines, laws, and ordinances, of his king- 
dom, both with refpect to loofing the obligation to 
Mbfaic. rites and ceremonies, and. the eftablithing 
chriftian ordinances, which fhould never be altered. 
This our Lorp calls the heys.of the kingdom of hea-. 
ven. Thus they fhould dnd and /oofe by the doc- 
trines which they fhould infallibly be directed to. 
teach. + But as the fuitable time was not yet come, 


for fuch an open declaration of his character, “ he 


charged them, that they fhould tell no man that 
he was Jesus, the Curist.” This muft havea 
direct reference to what they had confefled him to 


be ; and fhews that the fum of their faith, as they 


expreffed it, was, that they believed him to be the 
true Mefiah or Chriftsif we will allow their ma/ter 
ta be a proper interpreter of their creed. its. 

ae . : a Ir. . 


+ I know this way of difpofing of the deys, will not pleafe the 
kingdom ‘of the Clergy, whofe dominion over men is principally 
fupported upon a notion, which they have in all ages taken great 
pains to cultivate, viz. That they are the Apoftles /ucceffors— 
Ambaffadors of Chriff asthe Apoltles were,—have the keys of the | 
kingdom of heaven committed to them, and fo can open and fhut 
at pieafure ; all which, are falfhoods impofed upon the credalous 
multitude, to keep up that reverence and fubjection expe@ed 
Seed nas to fuch as are more like /piritual Lords, than fpiritual 
headers. ae af ‘ 

If they are fucceffars to the Apoftles, which of them was cal- 
Jed, fent, and ordained to this office immediately by Fefus Chrift. 
Which of them has the power of working miracles as a proof .of 
his mifioa? Ifthey are Ambaffadors,—let them thew their com- 
miffion from heaven to make any zew Jaws, or alter thofe already 
made—-what ew revelation they have in truft to men,—And 
to fay they have the keys of the kingdom of heaven, is manifettly 


torob Chri#,—ufurp his throne,~ and. intrude upon his kingly 


office, who alone ‘* hath the key of David, he openeth, aod 79 


yuan fhutteth, and fhutteth, and zo aan openeth, Behold, I have, 


' tet before-thee an open door, and xo man can fhut it. ¥ have’ the 
Atys of hell and of death.” Ufa, xxii, 23, Rev. iii, 7, and iy 28s, 
4 RES aE ee ae ree Sey . 
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Ir more proof were not fuperfluous, both Maré 
and Luke might be produced, as agreeing with their 
mafter in the meaning of Peter’s words. Mark 
gives them thus, ‘ Peter anfwering-faid, thou art 
the Curist.”? And Luke fays, “ Peter anfwerin 
faid, thou art the Curist of Gop.” And adds, 
«¢ And he ftraitly charged: them and commanded to 
tell no man, that thing,’ viz. that he was the 
Curist. It is therefore evident from ‘the whole, 
that our Lorp, and the Evangelifts, thought this ; 
expreflion, *‘ the Curist oF Gop,” fufficient to 
intimate the full fenfe of Peter’s confeffion; and 
we may fafely conclude, that Curist oF Gop, 
and Son oF Gop, are ftill terms of the fame im- 
, port and meaning. 


It remains to be confidered what force there is 
in the Greek article, to make fuch a wide diffe« 
rence betwixt the term Curistr, and Son or Gop, 
in ‘the text. — Wore 


Turis part of the objection might be very 
fhortly difpatched, by denying that there is any 
occafion for the word that in the text, it being 
literally rendered in our Eng/i/h Bibles: But as the. 
advocates for the diftin¢étion 1 am oppofing, have 
the authority of fome critics, and think the weight 
of their argument confifts in admitting them, I 
fhall_ not difpute the cafe, but rather thew how 
little they weaken my argument, or ftrengthen 
theirs. _ : LE: : 

Awnop frff, I would obferve, that it is paying 
2 very uncomfortable compliment to the unlcarn- 
ed multitude, to tell. them, that the grounds of © 
their faith, on which the falvation of their iouls 
depend, are only known bya critical Spey 
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with Greeé articles, untranflated in our Bibles. 
Notable doctrine tor Papi/fs, whofe faith muft 
depend on what the learned fay, but cannot judge 
_ for themfelves, not having the feriptures in a lan- 

guage they know: Belides, it may ieem ftrange, 
that the fidelity of the learned tranflators allowed 
~ them to with-hold words of fuch peculiar empha- 
fis; this amounts at leait to a {trong prefuniption, 
that they did not judge them of fuch impor- 
tance as. fome now would perfuade us they are: 
_ But how far they are fo, will‘appear by cen- 

fidering, ; 


Secondly, The ufe and grammatical fenfe of the 
word THAT, which they would here fupply.. It 
fometimes fignifies the other, as oppofed to this. 
Sometimes it fignifies wHo, when applied to a per- 
fon mentioned before. When taken comparatively, 
it. exprefles the emimence of the perfon /poken of, 
above all others that bear the fame name, In this 
laft fenfe it muft be taken, if added tothe text; fo 
Hat CHRIST, THAT Son,will point out the peculiar 
eminence of the perfon {poken of, above.all others. 
that were anointed to be Prophets, Priefts, and 
Kings; and all that bare the title Son of Gop: 
Or, that he was the very perion prophefied of, 
and defcribed by thefe characters in the Old Tefta- » 
ment. And Imuft alfo obferve, if the word: that 
is ufed here, it cannot properly be an article, but 
a demonfirative adjective or, quality, pointing out 
our Loxp to be that peculiar Son or Gop, whom 
they fo long expected, and who had a peculiar rela- 
tion and likeneis to Gop. But, | 


Thirdly, The critics are: not agreed how often 
the word -fhould be repeated. in the- text. | Goods 
win and others, think,«it fhould be read>:thus, 

Sis Saas “ That 
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“ That Curist, that Son of that Gon, that living 
Gop.” Ifthisis fo, and thefe articles (as they are called) 
have fuch influence upon the terms in the Sirf? claufe, 
“ that Curist, that Son,” they mutt have thefame 
in the /atter, “‘ that Gop, that diving Gop,” and 
fo the term Gop, and /iving Gop, ‘will not be of 
the fame import ; but as different in meaning, -as 
they would have the terms Curist and Son to 
be. But as I hope none will prefume to affirm, 
that they can make any difference in the fenfe of 
the terms in the /a/? claufe, we may fafely affirm 
they make none in the former; and fo this mighty 
argument, after fo much weight has been laid up- 
on it, makes againft the contrivers of it, and tends 
to ftrengthen the caufeit is brought againft. 


T 1 0’ the above objection is founded upon feve- 
ral other texts of the fame import with that we have 
been confidering, yet, it is unneéceflary to take par- 
ticular notice of each of them, as 1 have chofen 
that which the objectors reckon moft for their pur- 
pofe, and what is faid on it equally fhews the im- 
port of fimliar texts where they occur. - There are 
alfo fome other paffages of {cripture which Have 
been oppofed to the above account of Chri/?’s fon- 


~ fhip: But as they are rather brought as argu- 


ments for natural Sonfhip, or that he 1s a Son, as 
be is Gov, I judged it more orderly to confider 
them among the other arguments produced. for 
that doctrine: I fhall them. thew, that they are 
every one againft the notion which they are brought 
to prove, and tend to confirm the truth of Chri/?’s.. 
aeconomical Sonfbip. hig! 
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AVING given the feet account. ag 
the character. of CuRIsT asa Son, its ‘is. 


weticy that.-fomething be faid concerning the. 


maine, hitle, appellation, or charaéter Worp,, which 
is. given, him. . As it is owing to the prejudice. of, 
education, that the term Sow is fo little under-. 
ftood, I fuppofe, it. will be found, that on the. 
fame account, the term Worp is applied to CHRIsT; 
_ in a wrong fenfe : Whereby_ the fignificant ideas. 
which are conveyed by the ufe of it in the facred 
volumes, are in a great meafure lof to fuch.as are; 
accuftomed to take things of this kind upon truft, 

as handed.down to them, without being at the pains 
to confult the. feriptures sapere to find the, 
true. appr thereof. 


sheik 


te 


TT & {ehoolmet’s weer *, Rae term,. as} 
applied to, CaRIstT, are fuch as no man can have, 
any ideas of, without “firft fuppofing him to be.a- 
mere creature; as they are inconfiitent with. any. 
notions that revelation affords us: of Deity. Even: 
they themfelves pretend not to know what is meant. 


by the terms they ufe, and are therefore obliged to. 


put this into the number of the great myfleries in. 
religion, which cannot be underftood, and. fo. 
fhould not be inquired into... This is a fate which 
vaany of the plain truths in revelation have been 
fubjected to.. Many critics have attempted to re- 
concile the inferior characters of the Worp to true 
and eternal Deity, by fuppofing that both a real 
derivation, and fome natural as well as oeconomi- 
‘ cal inferiority may be allowed to belong to the 
Locos, even in his divine nature. a this, with 

. other 
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other things of the fame kind, I leave to thofe 
who can defend the doctrine of a derived Gop. 

It would be of final advantage to examine 
the fubtle diftinGions, which have been advanced 
on this point: Nor dare I depart fo far from the 
prefent purpofe. I fhall endeavour to make it ap- 
pear, that the term Worp, is part of the secono- 
mical character of Curtst in the New Teftament, 
and fo muft be of peculiar advantage for every 
chriftian to confider and know, 


Joun ties this title of Curtst. oftener than 
the other writers of the New Teftament: But 
wherever it is mentioned, it is plainly meant of 
his oeconomical character. Luge, in the preface to 
his gofpel, fays, the ‘difciples “* were eye-witnefles, 
and minifters or fervants of the Worn.” That 
by the Worp here, is meant’ Jesus CurisT, and 
not the gofpel, as fome fuppole, is evident from 
the words ; ; for with the greateft propriety might 
the difciples be called eye-witnefes of CHRIST, as 
Peter alfo {peaks of thei being ‘ eveowitnefes of 
his majefty.”’ But it muft be a very forced’ con- 
ftruction, and in effect faying, that Luée did, not 
write good fenfe, to call them eye-witneffes of the 
gofpel, which would rather been ear-witneffes, had 
that been the fenfe. 


~Besipezs, it would feem very ftrange in 
Luke; to write a preface to the hiftory of the life 
and actions of Crist, ‘and not mention .to Theo- 
pilus, (to whom he wrote it) any name or title 
of the perfon whofe hiftory he was about to writes | 
But this muft be the caie, if Jesus Cuaist is 
not intended by the term Worp in the prefaces 
Bb 1 SOK 
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for there is not any other, word that points him 
out in it. . “A . 


\ 


Now, as the Worp here means Jesus CuristT, 
(for I can fee nothing of any confequence againft 
it) this is ‘one inftance wherein he is eaitel the 
Worn, in his ceconomical character ; or the gofpel 
of Luke is not a hiftory of him under that confi- 
deration, which none will prefume tofay.  — 


' Tux Apoftle, in his epiftle to the Hebrews, fays, 


-(a)“The Worp of Gop is quick and power- 


ful, and fharper than any two-edged fword, pier- 
cing even to the dividing afunder of foul and 
{pirit, and of joints and marrow ; and is a difcerner 
of the thoughts and intents of the heart.” What 
is here predicated of the Worbd, cannot with fuch 
propriety belong to the written word, as to Jesus 
Curist, the “ ving Word of Gov.” The laft 
claufe determines the whole, as it is the very cha- 
ratter he challenges to himfelf, (2) “7 am he who 


- Searcheth the reins and the hearts.” And the next 


verfe connected with this thews, that it muft be a, 


_ perfon, not a thing that is meant, for the perfonal 


relatives are always ufed, which-have no other 
antecedent than the Worp or Gop mentioned 
before. “Neither, fays the Apoftle, is there any | 
creature that is hot manifeft in His fight: But all 
things are naked, and open unto the eyes of Him, 
with whom we have-to do.’ Omnifcience is here 


attributed to the Worp, which is not proper te 


the written word: And the {criptures certify us, 
that Chrz/? fhall jadge the world, who muft be the 
fame with the Woxp here fpoken of, to whom, 
fays the Apoftle, we muft give an account: Be- 
fides, 


© 
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fides, itis added, this worn is the “ great high- 
prief?, that is pafled into the heavens, Jesus, the 
Son of Gov.” This, with what the Apoftle had 
formerly faid concerning the Worp, he makes an 
, argument for the fame thing, to encourage them 
in perfeverance and fteadfaftnefs. “ Let us labour 
therefore to enter into that reft, left any man fall 
after the fame example of unbelief. For the worp 
of Gop is quick and powerful, &c.” Secing the _ 
_ Worn is fo powerful,—firid in judgment,—irre- 
fiftable in operation,—critical in difcerning the 
heart,—whofe intelligence pervades over all,—~ 
whofe eye beholds every fecret thing,—to whom all 
fhall give an account,—and who is pafled into hea-- 
ven in the character of the great high-prieft of 
his people, Jesus the Son of Gop, “ Let us hold 
_ faft our profeffion.” 


Now as it is pretty clear that it is Jesus 
Curist, who is here called the Worp, it can- 
not be denied that he bears that title with refpedt 
to his ceconomical charaéter. ene 


Tue Apoftle faking his leave of the Ephefan 
church, fays,—(c) “ Now, brethren, I commend 
you to Gop, and to the worp of his grace, who 
is able to build you up, and to give you an in- 
heritance among all them who are fanctified.”’ 
What is here faid, agrees much better with CuristT, 
than ‘the written word or the go/pel, which is only 
the means or inftrument for the purpofes. men- 
tioned. It is Curist who. builds up his people 
by the Spirit: He builds this {piritual temple, and 
bears the glory. The gofpel is the glafs in basi 

dees they 


(ce) AGs xx. 3a. 
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they fee their inheritance ; But it is Jesus Curis. 


that gives it, and puts them in pean on thereof. 


Pavx in all his falutations ‘to the churches, 
joins Gop and the Lorp Jesus CHRIST toge- 
ther, and therefore it is agreeable to his own 


‘phrafeology, to confider Jesus Curist as intend- 


ed, by the term Worp, in the text : And it is the 
more probable, as it argues his equality, which 
would not be agreeable with refpect to the writ- 


ten word, to be put on a level with Gop, in fo 


folemn a recommendation. To recommend the 
faints to Curt ST, 1s ‘an honour which is due to 
him, and no diminution of the glory of Gop ; 
But. it would appear otherwife, if the are was 
here meant, 


Tue Ephefians are here committed to the care of 
Gop, and the Worp; but the faints are never 
committed to the care of the written word ; for, 
from feveral other texts, we find if is committed 


to them, The faints are under the care of CurisT 


their /bepherd, hufband, and. Saviour, who fhall 


at. laft. prefent them .to Gop. without fpot or 


wrinkle. None but one poflefled of divine per- 
fections is capable to, take the charge of the faints , 


They never commit themfelves, or others to the 


‘care of any but Géri/?, and with the Apoftle reft 


~ fatisfied with their choice, “I know whom. I 


have believed, and am perfuaded that he is able 


‘to keep that I have committed to him, againft that 
‘day.’ And at death, they are all’ of the fame 
temper with Stephea, who with his laft breath, and 
the greateft confidence, could commit his depar ting 
{pint to the care of Fefus Chrift, faying, “ Lord 


Fees, recerve my fpirit.* Brom thefe coniiderations, 
we 
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we may conclude that Fefus Chri/? bears the title 
Worp in the text; and that this is one inftance 
more of his being called fo in his ceconomical cha- 
racter. 


As it would be tedious to be fo particular om 
every inftance, I fhall only mention two or three 
more texts, in which I think the term Worp is 
ufed in the fame fenfe. Peter fays,—(d) “ The 
faints are born of incorruptable feed, by the worp 
oF Gop, who liveth and abideth for ever.” Now 

 Fefus Chrift alone is the living word of God. He 
tells us, that the {coffers in his time were (c) “ wil- 
lingly ignorant, that by the worp or Gop the 
heavens were of old, and the earth ftanding out 
of the water, and in the water,—but the heavens and 
the earth which are now, by the fame Worp are 
kept in ftore, referved unto fire, &c.”? Paul fays, 
(f) * Through faith we underftand that the worlds 
were framed by the worp oF Gop.” Thefame 
Worp by whom Joba fays,—(g) “All things 
were made, and without Him was not any thing 
made.that was made.” Paul charges Timothy to 
(h)“ preach the Worp.’’ The words are, “ preach 
the Locos,” which muft always be interpreted of 
Chrift ;. And we may be very fure that Paul would 
charge Timothy to preach the fame he did himfelf, 
but.he fays, ¢ we preach Cari/? crucified.” 


Iw. thefe, and fome other texts, this title of 
Chri? is barely mentioned, and we can only learn 
in what fenfe it is applied to him from the fcope 
and contexts, or comparing them with others. of 
fimilar import. We thall now confider Fobn’s ac- 

| Ss count 


Ad Jaz Pet. i. 23.1 (e) a Pet, ni, 5, 7- ((f), Webs xi, 3.' (g) 
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count of the Worp, which in feveral places is 
‘more ‘explicit. f 


Ir is a very needlefs inquiry which fome have 
laboured much in, how John came by this term. 
If we ‘believe the books which he-wrote, to be 
part of the ‘infpired writings, we need be in no 
doubt how he came by the whole, without the 
affiftancé of Plato, Philo, or any other whom he 
is fuppofed to borrow this term from. My pre- 
fent bufinefs is to fhew in what fenfe he applies 
this title to Fefus Chriff, which he does more fre- 
quently than in all the New Teftament befides. 
if the paflages are attended to, it will appear, that 
in every inftance, the complex character of our 
Lorp is included in the term Worp. . 


AsouT to prove the truth and excellency of 
the Me/fiah’s character, and that Fe/us of Nazareth 
was he, Yobn mentions feveral names applicable 
to-him, whom he intended as the great fubject of 
the gofpel he wrote, which he begins with this title 
the Worp or Locos. “In the beginning was 
the worp, and the worp was with Gop, and 
the worp was Gop. The fame was in the be- 
ginning with Gop.” Here he declares three glo-' 
rious facts. In the beginning ‘was the worp.’” 
The fcriptures copioufly point out the ancient re- 
lation of Chriff to the church, as the medium of 
eommunication’ betwixt Gop and’men; in this 
capacity he was in the beginning, or the be; inning 
itfelf, as fome would render the text. ° He -was_ 
fet up from everlafting,—his goings forth were of old.? 
And m this relative capacity, John fays, * he was 
with Gop,” and adds, “ the worp was Gop.” 
By which he affirms the Deity of him he was 
fpeaking of. This divine, by a character of Em- 

MANUEL, 
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MANUEL, leads us to the knowledge of Gop. It 
had been well for the church, if thefe called Divines 
in all-ages fince, had taught by the fame rule. 


- From the fcope of the whole chapter, it is evi- 
dent that the character of Emmanuel is the fubje&, 
whom he calls the Worp. No other could be 
faid to be m the beginning witu Gop, which 
expreflion the Evangeli/? repeats, to thew the cer- 
tainty of the truth I am now contending for. | It 
was he who came te 47s swan, and his own received. 
him not,—gives the privilege of adoption to thofe 
_ that believe-—dwelt among the Apoitles, whofe 

glory they beheld,—who was full of grace and. 

truth, of which they were made partakers.—He 
whom John the Baptif? bare witnels to, as-coming 
after him and preferred before him, the latchet of 
whoie fhoes he was unworthy. to loofe,—of whom. 
he faid, behold the Lamb of Gop, that taketh away 
the fin of the world,—whom he {aw the fpirit de- 

{cending upon,—and of whom = he bare record, 

that this is the Son of God—The fame Son of God, 

who declares and makes him known,—of whom 

Andrew faid to Simon, we have found the Mefiah, 
which is the Corif? ;—and the fame of whom Pbilip 

faid to Nathaniel, that Mofes and the Prophets did 

write. In fhort, he whom John calls the Worn, 

fays himfelf, that they fhould fee the Angels of 

Gop aicending and defcending wpon him, which 

can be no other than Jefus Chrif?, the Saviour of 
. men, -to illuftrate whofe character as fuch, Joba 
declares he wrote his whole gofpel, “‘ Thefe are 
written, fays he, that ye might believe that Fe/us 
is the Chrif?, the Son of God, and that believing ye 
might have life through his name.” 


Ta at no doubt might remain concerning the 
o | 7 fenfe 
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fenfe of the term Worn, which Fob mentions in 
his gofpel, he explains himfelf in the cleareft man- 
ner in his firft epiftle.—(7) “ That which was fronr 
the beginning, which we have heard, which we 
have /een with our eyes, which we have /ooked upon, 
and our hands have jandled of the worn of life; 
for the life was manitelted, &c.” ‘He refers to the 
very jenfes for evidence, that the fame’ Fe/us, whom 
they had heard, feen, and felt, was the worp of 
life, or the Aving worp : And if we~ once admit 
that F2hn is to be credited, fophifiry itfelf cannot 
evade the force of his teftumony. It is clear, and 
nieedssnocommients}. o's SOx bese go Ses 

JAmoTHER paflage of his is equally confpi- 

cuous.—(é) “1 faw heaven opened, and behold, a_ 
white horfe; and he that fat upon him was called 
_ faithful and true, and in righteoufnefS he doth 

judge and make war: His eyes were asa flame of fire, | 
and on his head were many crowns; and he had 
a name written, that no man knew but he him- 
felf: And he was clothed with a vefture dipt in 
blood: And his name is called, the worp oF | 
Gop.” This defcription is applicable to no other 

than the once Aumbled,—now exalted Fefus, who is 

fiill called the Worn, and of whom Fobn tells us, 

he bare record.—(/) “ The revelation of Fe/us Chri/t, - 
' which Gop gave to his fervant ohn, who bare 

record of the worp or Gop.” bo 


I suouxp alfo here confider that text in 1 John 
v. 7. where the word is mentioned, but as that text 
is made aa argument for the names Father, Word, — 
and Holy Ghoft, being natural and effential to Deity, 

I fhall refer the confideration the eof, till the argu- 
ments in favour of that opinion come to be 
anfwered, — 

(i) 2 John ica, 2. (4) Reve xia. a2, 12,353. (2) ibid. i. 552, x 


‘ a 
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anfwered, and fhall very bricfly add here, what I 
underitand by the name, title, or appellation Worp, 
as given to Fe/us Chri/?. | 


Logos, which is rendered Worn, is a {crip- 
tural name given to Fefus Chrif?, in both Old and 
New Teftaments. The proper meaning of it is, 
An outward declaration of God's wifdom and will to 
men: And as applied to. Chriff, the Me/fiah, the 
Jews and Apofiles both meant, that he was , that 
glorious perfon by whom Gop was pleafed fully 
and plainly to difcover his will to men, as. being 
acquainted with all his counfels, and impowered 
by him to give. laws to the world im general, and: 
the church in particular, and rule them accord- 
bites | vas Caen geek 


AGREEABLE. to this account of Chri/, as 
the worp of Gop, the Apoftle calls him, (m) 
the power of God, and the wifdom of God. And 
fays, “ that of God he is made unto us wifdom. In- 
him are hid all the treafures of «wi/dom and .tnow- 
ledge. (n) By him is. made known the manifold-wif- 
dom of God.” With reference to this fenfe of his 
name, Fobn fays, heis the (0) * light of men,—the 
light that lighteneth every -man that cometh into the 
_ world,—(p) He that believeth on him, no longer abid- 
eth in darknefs.—(9) He isthe way, the ruth, and the 
life,’ as he affirms of himfelf. The way. to the 
knowledge and enjoyment of Gop.—“ No man 
cometh unto the Father but dy me.” ..The /pirit 
and ftruth of all the Old Teftament promifes, pro- 
phecies, declarations, &c. concerning the Me/iah, 
Hence it is faid, “* The teftimony of Fe/us, is the 

: hg Spirit 


(m), 1 Cor. i. 24, 30. (7) Eph, iil. to. (7) Joha i. 4, 9. (p) ibid. 
xile 46. (q) ibid. xiv. 6. . a, 
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fpirit of prophecy,”’—the revealer, beftower, and 
exemplar of all divine truth,—the author and finith- 
er of faith,—full of grace and truth.—The /i/e, 
(r) “1am the refurrection and the hfe: He that 
believeth in me, tho’ he were dead, yet fhall he 
live. (s)1 am that bread of Ufe. (¢)1n him was 
life, and the life was the light of men. (uz) The 
words I {peak are /pirit and life. (v) He that hath 
the Son, hath /ife. (w’) The purpofe and grace of Gop 
in Chri/? before the world began, is now made mani- 
felt by the appearing of our Saviour Fe/us Chrif?, 
who hath abolifhed death, and brought /ife and 

immortality to light, through the gofpel.” = 


Awp further, agreeable to this fenfe of the title 
Word, being applied ‘to Chri/?, he is called the. 
image or vifible reprefentation of the invifible God.—_ 
(x) “. The exprefs image of his glory.’”’ He makes 
known the invifible Gop to men; hence’ he fays, 
(y).“ He that hath feen me, hath feen the Father. 
(2) 1 will declare thy name unto. my brethren. (a) 
‘Thave declared thy name unto them, and will de- 
clare it. No man hath feen. Gop at any time; 
the only begotten Son, who is in the bofom. of the 
Father, he hath declared him.” : 
~ Tus it is evident from revelation, that Fefus 
Chrifi is calied the worp oF Gop, becaufe by him 
Gop _réveals himfelf to men. ‘He is the great me- 
dium of -all communication betwixt Jenovan and 
creatures,—In Drm all the gifts of Gop are beftow- 
ed.— By him ‘the grateful fervices of his people 
are acceptable ‘with Gop.—In him are all the coun- 
fels and purpofes of Gop.—By him they are all 
pee CEN RE OE ~ executed 
(r) John xt. as. (5) vie 35.—(2) he (a)-vi. 63. (v) x John | 
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exectited with infinite wifdom and prudence.—He 
is the fcope of the written word of Gop.—His 
character runs through the whole of revelation. 
All that we now know, or ever fhall learn of Gop, 
isin and by his own Son Fefus Chrif?—He may 
therefore with fuch propriety as only divine wit- 
dom could dictate, be called. the Worp, the tiv- 
ING WORD OF Gop. . 


Were it of any advantage to this argument, 
it might be fhewn, that the Jews generally meant 
the Me/iah, when they wrote of the Worp or 
Locos. This is abundantly evident from their 
writings, tho’ the paflages would be tedious to 
cite: And it is alfo evident, that ,fohn made ufe of 
the term Worp, from the common acceptation of 
it among the Jews; to exprefs him whom they 
expected as the promifed Mejiah. { But I think a 

point 


t The Feavs had five different ideas of the Logos. (1) Thatie 
fignified Gop himfelf; hence they afcribe the words and aétions 
of Gop tothe Memra, or word. (2) It fignified fomething in, 
‘or of Gop, whereby he tranfacted Ins divine affairs. (3). It is 
taken for that Angel who appeared {0 -ofien, and aflumed the 
names and-titles of JeHovan, &c. and was worfhipped by the 
faints. (4) They frequently called bim the fon of God. And 
(sy The Mefiah.—We might fairly colle& all thefe ideas from 
the f{cripture account of Chriff. Foha plainly ealls lim God. 
*< The word was Gop.” Andthe Apoitle as plajuly cails him 
the wi/dom.and puwer of Gop. He is called the 4nze/, or mef- 
fenger of the covenant, by J/aiah and Malachi: And: ip many 
places calJed the Son of Ged and Mefiah. From the whole, the 
Spee or Word, isthe revealer of divine wifdony'o men, the 7we- 

ium of divine manifeftations, and divine tranfadtions : This he 
was before his appearing in flefh, and fhall continue to be till the 
oeconomy of Gop is finifhed. 

It is remarkable in feriprure, that tho’ the term Father , often 
includes the divine three: Andiit is faid Gop is Hoty, and 
Gop is a Sprrit, which are likewife inclufive terms: Yet the 
terms Worp and Son, never include any more than ove, and are 
peculiarly applied to him only. “Phis feems to point out, thatthe 
meaning of thefe'names muil be fought in a certain refpeat, where- 
im he that bears them is peculiarly diftinguifhed , and that is ae 

So tainly 
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point of doctrine fo very evident from revelation, 
needs no afliftance from human authorities, either 


fewifh or chriftian. 


“tainly in his being EmmAnvex, and the offices he fuftains in that 

charaéter, to which, together with what he did in it, all fuch 
terms as Word, Son, Fefusz, Mefiah, &c. are properly applicable, 
as well as his being faid to be begotten, fent, glorified, &c. 

° The names he affumed are all futted to’the needs and wants of 
finners, and have a relation to his charaéter as’orKONOMOS, a 
‘fteward or difpenfer of gracex—o1kopomos, a builder of his 
church, the houfe of Gopv,—or Locos, a revealer of the mind 
aod will of Gov. All belonging to the oeconomy of faving fin- 
she fetting them at liberty, and beftowing gracious gifts upoa 
them. hs 
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AVING fhewed what the fcriptures teach 

us concerning the oeconomical characters of 

father and Son, the next inquiry fhould be into 

what we learn from them of the Holy Ghof. 1 

have proved that he is Gop, from the names, per- 
fections, and works, proper only to Gop, being 
afcribed to him: And fhall now very briefly hint 

fome things, to fhew that his fcripture character 

is seconomcal. As tothe notion commonly received 

of a natural, neceffary, and eternal proceffion of the 

Holy Ghoft, from the Father and the Son, it is what 

I cannot find the leaft authority for in revelation. . 


Tue only text alledged for proof of eternal 
proceffion is what our Lord fays,—(d)‘ When the 
comforter is come, whom I will fend unto you 
from the Father, even the /pirit of truth, which 
proceedeth from the Father, he fhall teftify of me.” 
The Spirit proceeding from the Father here, is mani- 
feftly fpoken of his mffion, not of his “ effence or 
divine perfonality,’ as is fuppofed. Our Lorp is 
there telling his difciples, how imexcufable the - 

' Fews were in continuing their hatred and _refent- 
- ment againft him, after he had done fo many great 
works before them, which were fufficient to con- 
vince them that he was fent of Gop, and the true 
Meffiah, had not their inveterate prejudices fo 
blinded them to’every kind of evidence. At the 
fame time he intimates to them, what they might 
expect from the Fews, for bearing teflimony to the 
truth of his character: But for their comfort in 
3 view 
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view of fuch difficulties, he informs them, that he 
would “ fend-the comforter as another witnefs from 
the Father, even the Spirit of truth, who proceeds 
or comes out from the Father, and he fhould teftify 
of him.’ The whole refpects the greatnefs of the 
evidence, which he promifes to add to what he had 
formerly given, concerning the truth of his being 
the Me/fiah. mee 


- Ir is very ftrange how fo plain words fhould be 
fo far wittaken, as to be applied to any other pur- 
pofe: But it is full more ftranee to find a meaning 
- impofed upon them, which neither they, nor any 
other text in revelation have the leaft relation to. 
But the text muft be clouded with my/fery, that 
thofe who deal im my/feries may find out the Au- 
man myftery of eternal procefion' from it, or that 
doétrine would be without fhadow of proof in _ 
feripture. It might be afked, how it comes to be 
imagined, that our Saviour, {peaking of his fending 
the foirit from the Father, and the /pirit coming from 
the Father, fhould not be underftood in the fame 
fenfe? The one muft be oeconomical; why not 
the other ? | 


Tue fupporters of this doétrine will have the 
Spirit to. proceed naturally and eternally from the - 
Son, as well as from the Farner, tho’ there is 
not the leaft hint thereof in this text, nor any 
other. \ If they reit the proceffion’ trom the Father, 
upon the word proceedeth m the text, the pro- 
ceffion from the Son has not even this flender foun- 
dation; for the Spirit is no where faid to proceed 
from the  Son.. A very fearned divine proves the: 
point by ‘the following remarkable argument. 
*¢ When Gop is faid to fend forth the Spirit of 
“‘ his Son, it is evident that the Spirit is called the ~ 
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“« Spirit of the Son, not on the account of ‘his 
“ million, for thatis afcribed to the Father, but on 
‘¢ fome other account ; and what can that be, but his 
“< proceeding from him as one in nature with him, 
‘and in order of nature, though not of time, 
*¢ being after the Son.’? This is all the evidence 
he can, give for the truth of an article which he 
reckons neceflary to falvation. But 1 duppofe any 
one of common fenfe will fee, that he fays nothing 
at, all to: prove it. bee 


As the word proceedeth in the text is made 
the ground of eternal proceffion, 1 afk why the pro- 
ceffion of the Son by nature and neceffty from the 
Father, is not made another article of religion? 
For there is the fame reafon for the one, as for 
the other, if.our Lorp is to be credited, who 
faith, “1 proceeded forth and came from Gon.” 
Now, this is never applied to the divine perfon of 
Chrift : No, nor (by any that I know) to what they 
call his eternal generation : But is univerfally under- 
ftood of his mu/fion, and coming forth from Gop, 
with commiflion and authority as his muniffer: 
And common fenfe tells us, that to come from the 
Father, and to be jent by him, are terms of the 
fame import. Is it not then firange! that the 
proceeding and coming forth of the Spirit from the 
Father, {hould be {crewed up to an argument for his 
eternal proceffion, any more than the other. As the 
proceeding and coming forth of Cdr7/?, fignifies his 
miffion into the world: So that of the Spirit, mutt 
refer to his offcial character, as a fanctifier, and 
comforter, which part he a@s in confummating 
the great work of man’s falvation. But it is im- 
poflible that onc of the divine three can exift by 
proceeding from another, coniftent with their equality 
and co-eternily. — 

Ex 
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Iris maintained, ‘that the-term Holy Ghoft or 
Spirit is natural, and peculiar to one of the divine 
three; but fuch as do fo, fhould inform us in what 
fenfe he is. peculiarly holy, or a Spirit, that the 
other two are not. It is a pity that men fhould 
pretend | to fee fo far beyond revelation, and yet 
can‘render no reafon for what they fo boldly affirm. 
The fcriptures fay that Gop is a Spirit, and that 
Gop is 4oly; which muft include all that is called 
Gop. The name, Holy Ghof?, can therefore be no 
definition of any diftinguifhing effential property _ 
of one in the divine plurality: And fo can have 
no reference to theinternal uNITY or DISTINC- 
Ion among the DIVINE THREE. . 


K ai oLy GuosT and Spirit of God are terms of 
the fame fignification in the New Teftament; and - 
are expreflive of that part he acts in the divine oeco- 
_nomy revealed to us in feripture. He is-called Hoty 
SPIRIT Or INSPIRER, becaufe fent by the Father 
and the Son, to fanctity and quicken thofe with 
a principle of /piritual and ‘divine life, whom ‘he 
enables to receive his teftmony in the word. In . 
this fenfe, the Father by office, (or the part he fuftains 
in the great oeconomy) fends him as a witne/s and 
comforter. —In this fenfe, the Son by office, requelts 
the Father to fend him.—And in this fenfe, the 
Holy Spirit by office, proceeds or comes from the Father. 
The whole of this will appear manifeft to the im-_ 
' partial reader, from a fuccin¢ct view of the AppEeL- 
“tations, Mrsston, and Works cess pe to the 
Spirit in {cripture. 


14 is called Holy Spirit, not to exprefs the 
manner of his divine relation to the Father and 
Son, or his exiftence in Deity, as is commonly 
aflerted ; this we have no authority for in feripture : 


. ~But 
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But rather becaufe he is infallibly holy in him/elf, 
and has infpired holy men to write the word of Gop, 
full of holy and fpiritual truth, by which he works 
holy and fpiritual principles, qualities, and affections 
in his people, enabling them to perform the holy 
and /piritual exercifes or duties required therein. 





The Spirit of God.—Becaufe he is fent by 
‘God to carry on the {piritual operations, which are 
neceflary for completing the ‘great oeconomy pur- 
pofed by him.—And the Spirit of Chrif?, becaute 
fent by him to execute the application of the 
Spiritual work of man’s redemption. The Spirit 
of truth—He is the author of. all /piritual truth, 
and the infallible teacher of it to others. 
Spirit of adoption—He brings finners into the fa- 
mily of God,—conforms them to the zmage of their 
fpiritual Father,—and witnefleth the truth of their 
Jfpiritual adoption to them. ~Free Spirit.—Sove- 
reign and free in all his operations,—delivers his 
people from all /piritual bondage,—gives them free- 
dom in /piritual exercifes, and accefs to their hea- 
venly Father. The Spirit of wifdom and reve- 
lation——Infinite in wifdom himfelf, he beftows on 

his people eminent degrees of wi/dom and under- 
ftanding in /piritual things by means of revelation, 
which he is the author of. Spirit of life in 
Fefus Chrif?.—His people dead in tretpaffes and fin, 
he quickens, gives them /piritual life in union to 

| Chrift the living head,—maintains, reftores, in- 
creafes, and at laft perfects thew /piritual life in 
glory with him. 

















~ He is alfo called the Spirit of Fudrment,—Faith, 
—Love,—Holinefs,—a found mind,—of /upplication,— 
grace and glory. ‘ All which appellations evidently 
refpect. the oeconomy of redemption ; So that we 
| Dd may 
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_ may conclude, that zhe/e, with all the other narhes | 
the Holy Ghoff gets in fcripture are oeconomical. 
In the fame fenfe are other words to be taken, 
which are predicated of the Spirit : Such as his 
being ent, given, poured out, coming upon men, or 
falling upon them. But as thefe fall under the next 
head, only mention them here. 


Tue {cripture account of the Mrsston of the 
Holy Ghoft -will further prove his character to be 
oeconomical.—But it fhould be obferved, that this 
“fending, or what is commonly called the Mifion of 
the Holy Ghofi, does not- include the many great 
works afcribed to the Spirit in.the Old Teltament, 
nor what is faid of him with refpect to the concep- 
- tion and life of Fe/us Chrif?. Tho’ thefe were great 
works, what is properly called the Mz/jion or /end- 
ang of the Spirit mutt be pofterior to all thefe, for 
- Chrift always {peaks of it as a future event, which 
fhould take place after his afcenfion, ° . 


Nor does the Mifien of the Spirit imply that he 
is not Gop, as the enemies to his Derty would in- 
fer from it; for fay they, * As he is fent by Gop, 
he is inferior to Gop, and confequently cannot 
be Gop ina proper fenfe.” This argument would 
conclude equally againtt the Deity of the Son and 
Holy Ghoft : And like moft of the arguments from 
that quarter, is built upon a miftake concerning 
the oeconomical character of the Son.and Holy Ghoft. 
But I have made it evident from {cripture, that 
Fejus Chrift and the Holy Ghoft are Gop, fo that 
nothing can ke inferred from his being /ent to 
prove that the Spirit is mot Gop. Befides, the 
argument is not univerfally true even. among men, 
fince by confent and agreement among equals, one 
may be delegated to a certain work for others, 

who, 
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who, yet, arenot fuperior by nature. Whatever 
may be in this, it is certainly unfair to argue 
againit plain {cripture evidence in favour of the 
Deity of either the Son or Spirit, becaufe they are 
~ fent in that charaéter to fulfil their part in the oeco= 
nomy of man’s falvation, in .which particular re- 
{pect, it might be fafely granted they are inferior, 
without infringing their right'to the honour and 
glory.of Deity. ti 


- Morerov eR, as the Spirit is Gop, his being 
jfent canpot imply a Jocal mutation, or change of 
place. This would make him a circumfcribed 
being, and» confequently not Gop: Nor can it 
imply the idea of confiraint or neceflary fervitudes 
as the cafe is betwixt a mafter and fervant. The 
‘Spirit is: free in all his. operations, and cannot be 
compelled. Neither does the fending of the Spirit 
infer his want of abilities with refpect to the work, 
either in contriving, choofing the means, or ac- 
complihing it, which is often -the cafe with one 
who is employed to execute the defigns of another. 
What Chri? fays of the Spirit makes nothing 
againft this: « He fhall not fpeak of himfelf, but 
whatfoever he fhall hear, that fhall he fpeak.’’ 
From. which fome would infer, that he cannot 
fpeak> the truth without being firft taught it. 
Whereas the Apofile tells us, that “the Spint 
fearcheth all things, yea, the deep things of Gop.” 
When it is faid, ‘* he fall not fpeak of bim/feify’” the 
meaning is, he fhall not forge what he fhall fay,— 
or fay any thing contraryto what Chri? had fpoken. 
That this is the idea conveyed inthe words, might 
bé proved from a critical confideration of the ori- 
ginal: But we have a plainer proof for the 
unlearned reader at hand, for John fays; “ The 
anointing teacheth you all things, andis TruTH,, 

and is nO LIE.” Tuo. 
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Tuo’ the Spirit had infpired: the Prophets, . 
- witneffed to Chrif? at his baptifm, and tho’ Chri? 
“‘ breathed on his difciples, and faid, Receive ye the 
Holy Ghoft,”. yet none of thefe is meant by the 
fending or miffion of the Spirit. ‘ The Holy Ghoft 
was not yet given, becaufe Chri/? was not yet 
glorified.” He was not given in that vifible, abun- 
dant, convincing, and glorious manner, as: after the 
afcenfion of Chri/?. Every previous fending, gift, _ 
or work of the Spirit, is as it were loft in {crip- 
ture account, when compared with that at Pente- 
coft; which was as Peter interprets it, the fulfl- 
ling of Foel’s prophecy, delivered in fuch amazing 
language.—(a) “‘ And it fhall come to pafs after- 
wards, that I will pour out my Spirit upon all flefh, 
and yourfons and your daughters fhall prophefy, your 
old men {hall dream dreams, your young men fhall — 
fee vifions: And alfo upon the fervants, and upon 
the hand-maids in thofe. days, will 1 pour out my 
_ Spirit: And I will fhew wonders in the heavens, | 
and in the earth, blood and fire, and pillars of 

fmoke. The fun fhall be turned into darknefs, 
and the moon into blood, before that great and 
terrible day of the Lord, &c.”? It was Chri/?’s bap- 
tifing his difciples with the Holy Ghoft, and with 
fire,—a divine evidence to the truth of his charac- © 
ter, and his being enthroned at Gop’s right hand, 
and alfo of the Spirit’s entrance, (fo to fpeak) upon 
the a¢tual miniftration and management of all 
things neceflary to the kingdom of our Lord Fefus 
Cbrif?. For thefe and other weighty reafons, it is 
called the fending, the giving, or the coming of the 
-foly Ghoff, by way of eminence. Tho’ this pour- 
ing out of the Spirit, was more ftriking and vifible 
in the effects at. Pentecof?, and in the. Apoftolic 
times. than afterwards, yet, it extends to all the 

aye _ churches 
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churches of Chri/? in all ages; for he was promifed 


to abide for ever. He accompanies the word, and 

makes it effectual for the great ends for which it is 

_fent.. The Spirit feparated from the word, ren- 
ders it ineffectual to thofe who ufe it. 


W « need not ftay to prove the neceflity of fend« 
ing the Spirit, fince our Lorp tells the difciples, 
“* It is expedient for you that I go away; for if I 
go not away, the comforter will not come; but if 
I depart, 1 will fend him unto you.” Notwith- 
ftanding all the pains he had been at «to teach the 
‘difciples the nature of his kingdom, and what they 
had to do and fuffer for him, yet they remained 
fo remarkably ignorant of thefe things, through 
the reigning Fewz/h prejudices in favour of a tem- 
_ poral grandeur, which they expected by the Me/fiah, 
that when he was about to leave them, they faid, 
< Lorp, wilt thou at this time reftore the kingdom 
to Tfrael.’? But by the effufion of the Spirit, 
their’ prejudices were removed ;—they then under- 
ftood what ‘Chri? had taught them,—and were pre- 
pared for the great work and fufferings allotted 
them. , 


TueEy were extremely fond of the bodily pre- 
fence of Chrift; but as they were to be difperfed 
abroad in the world, he could not be bodily prefent 
with each of them: But the Spirit was fent to be 
with them at all times, and inall places. Ais pre- 
fence infpired them with gifts fuitable for them as 
witneffes, to carry their teftimony to the uttermoft 
parts of the earth, enlightening their minds, and 
confirming them in the divine truth they taught,— 
endowing them with fuch fortitude as they feared 
no kind of fuffering ;—they trampled upon tor- 

” ments, 
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ments, and the threats of kings and rulers. of this 
world,—preached the gofpel in the face of death, 
and were regardlefs of what men or Devils could 
~ do. to them. Now, all that grace, and all the 
extraordinary gifts which the, Spirit was fent to 
‘pour out upon the Apoftles, and other inftruments 
employed in propagating the gofpel, taken together, 
make only one great link of the divine chain,—a part _ 
of the oeconomy of man’s falvation, wherein the 
luftre of. the love and grace of Gop appears to. 
men: Which leads me. next to:obferve, 


Tuat_ the mffion of the Spirit is a blefling of 
the covenant of promife, and comes from. Chri/?, 
as the head. of the church, confequently it muft. be- 
long to the oeconomy of redemption. As it is the 
promife of the Father to Chrift, he claims the power 
to beftow it; accordingly he tells his difciples, that 
they fhould be witnefles of his death’ and refur- 
‘rection, and in his mame they fhould preach repen- 
tance and remiflion of fins unto all mations ; and 
for their encouragement, he. adds, (0) “ Behold, 
I fend upon you the prom/e of the Father: Tarry _ 
ye at Ferufalem, until ye be endowed with power ~ 
- from on high.” oS 


As allthe promifes are in Chri/?, yea, and in him, - 
Amen; fo mutt this great promife of fending the 
Spirit. Hence fays the Apoftle, ‘“becaufe ye are 
fons, Gop has fent forth the Spirit of -his Son into 
your hearts.—According to his mercy he faved us 
by the wafhing of regeneration, andrenewing of the 
Holy Ghojft, which he foed on us abundantly through 
Fefus Chrift our Saviour.” - Believers are * built. an 
habitation of Gop through the Spirit —~And beine 
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fitly joined and compacted together, they grow up 
unto him in all things, who is their. 4ead, even 
Chrif?.’ The promife of Gop is, * that he will 
put his Spirit within them.” This Chri/? accom- — 
plifhed when he afcended as head of the church, 
in fending the Spirit to apply the great bleflings he 
had promifed and purchafed. The order’of this 
oeconomy is pointed out by the Apoftle——(c) 
«¢ Flect according to the fore-knowledge of Gop 
the Farner, through the fanctification of the 
Spirit, and {prinkling of the blood of Jusus.” 





As I formerly hinted, the benefits of this mifjion- 
of the Spirit extend to the church in all ages. 
Chriff promifed that he fhould abide for ever, and 
it continues a diftinguifhing character of the world 
from the children ot Chri/?,—(d_) “ If any man has 
not the Spirit of Chrif?, he is none of his.” Thus 
the miffion, or fending of the Holy Ghoff, proves his 

character as fuch to be oeconomical. 


Bur to make this {till more evident, we thall 
take a very fhort view of the works afcribed to 
the Spirit. It was proved above, that creation 
‘work is attributed to the Spirit Jenovan, and 
it muft necefiarily follow, that providence is anoe. 
ther work in which he is intimately concerned. . 
For it cannot be fuppofed, that any other carries 
on the fucceflion of individuals,—orders the various 
parts,—reftores their harmony and beauty,—and 
direéts to the end they were defigned for, but him 
who at firft created them. Hence, fays the P/almi/?, 
« Thou fendeft forth thy Spirit, and they are 
created ; thou reneweft the face of the earth.” 


di 2 


(c) x Pet, i. (4) Rom, viii. 9. 


(216% J 


Tue conducting Irael in the wildernefs, is a 
work attributed to. the Spirit—“ The Spirit of the 
Lorp (the Spirit Jexovan) caufed him to reft: 


So didft thou lead. thy people.’ He qualified the 
rulers to manage the affairs of that great affem- © 
bly,—gave wifdom-to thofe who did the work.of 


the tabernacle, according to the pattern fhewed on 


the mount,—and alfo thofe employed in making 
- materials for the’'temple. In fhort, he conducted 


the Prophets, Judges, and Kings, under the whole 
Fewifo Theocracy, 


H «& infpired the writers of the Old Teftament. 
David fays, “« The Spirit Jenovan /pake by me.” 
And Peter tells us, “* That holy men of Gop fpake 
as they were moved by the Holy Ghoft.” The writings 
of the New Teftament, were indited by the fame 
unerring guide. <‘* All fcripture is given by infpi- 


ration of Gop,—able to make the man of Gop . 


perfect,——wile.to falvation,—and thoroughly fur- 
nifhed to every good work.” Upon this founda- 
tion the church of Cri/? is built in all ages: And 
notwithitanding that fallible men.were made ufe 


of in writing the fcriptures, they were fo con- 


ducted by the divine wifdom of the Spirit, as to be 
free of error or miftake, in what was intended 


for the facred canon of revelation, which is the. 


fare word of prophecy. “ The things which we 
fpeak, fays the Apoitle, we {peak in the words of 
the Holy Ghof?.” “wg 


ANOTHER work of the Spirit is, the giving to 
thofe whom he fent on extraordinary occafions the 
power of working miracles, as a teftimony of their 
being fent of Gop. None can work miracles but 
by the power of the Syirit, therefore the Apoftle 
puts miracles among the gifts of the Holy Gho/l : 
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yea, with refpect to his human nature, Chri/? {peaks 
of himfelf as the zn/frument of the Hely Gho/?, «I, 
fays he, caft out Devils by the Spirit of Gop.” 
All the figns, wonders, and miracles done by Ste- 
phen, Poilip, and the Apoftles are attributed to the 
Spirit. Pau/, when telling the Romans what he had 
done, fays, all was wrought by the Spirit of Gop. 
Gop only, who governs the world, can turn the 
works of nature into an ‘extraordinary channel,— 
do things above or centrary to the common courfe 
of nature. . 2 3 


A GREAT part of the Spirit’s work mentioned 


in fcripture, has a particular relation to Chri/? him- » 


felf. Before his coming in flefh, the Spirit had 
given moft clear and glorious defcriptions of him. 
«To him gave all the Prophets witnefs.”” He 
tells his difciples, that the ‘¢ things which were 
written in Mofes, the Prophets, and the P/alms con- 
cerning him, mutt be fulflled.—And he expound- 
ed to them, in a// the /criptures, the things concern- 
ing himfelf. Search the {criptures, faith he, for they 
are they which teftify of me.” It would makea 
volume itfelf only to mention the defcriptions of 
Chrift in the Old Teftament: But I cannot help 


taking notice of one thing, which is too much . 


over-looked, that the book of P/a/ms is in general 
a defcription of Chri/?; and if it were read in this 

point of light, it would be much more profitable 
than to apply the fubftance of it to David, Solomon, 
or others. See page 91. 


As Chrift fent the Spirit when he afcended, it 
would feem that the Spirit /ent him at his appearing 
in flefh ; for when {peaking of that time. by //aiah, 
he fays, “ The Lorp Gop and his Spirit hath fent 
me? The Hoty Guost framed the body of 
Currst, inthe womb of the virgin. Hence fhe 
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is faid to be “with child of the Hory Guosr. 
_ The Hoty Guosvr fhall come upon thee, and the 
power of the higheft fhall overfhadow thee,” When | 
he was to enter upon his public miniftry, the Spirit — 
led him forth to begin the combat, with the Devil 
in the, wilderncfs. | | ene sae 


tn the power of the Spirit, he returned from 
his victory over the Devi/, and begun his miniftry, 
—opening his commiffion with a folemn declara- 
tion, that the Spirit had qualified and /ent him to 
the work.—(c) “* The Spirit of the Lorp is upon 
me, becaufe he hath anointed me to preach the gof- 
pel to the poor; be hath fent me to heal the broken 
hearted, to preach deliverance to the captives, and 
recovering of fight to the blind, to fet at liberty - 
them that are bruifed, to preach the. acceptable 
year of the Lorn.” In all his minifirations on 
earth, he was aflifted by the Spirit, from whom 
“he had an unétion above all his fellows,—the~ . 
‘Spirit above meafure poured-out upon him.” The 
Apoitle fays, “Gop anointed Fefus of Nazareth with 
the Hoty Guost, and with power; who went 
about doing good, and healing all that were op- 
prefled with the Devil: For Gop was with him. 
He was declared to be the Son of Gop, by the 
. Spirit of holinefs.’ The Spirit raifed the body of. 

Curist from the dead.“ He was put to death 
in the flefh, but quickened (reftored to life) by the 
Spirit.” And the fame Spirit that raifed Fe/us-from 
the dead, the Apoftle affures us, fhall alio quicken 


\ 


the mortal bodies of his members. 


- ANOTHER general part of the Spirit’s work 

with reference to Chrif? is, his bearing witnefs or 

teftifying of him. * When the comforter iscome, (faith 

| Our 
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our Lorn) the Spirit of truth, he hall teftify of me.” 

The great conteft betwixt the Fews and_chriftians 
“was, whether Fe/us was the, true Mefiah; the Son 
‘of Gop. To this truth, ohn fays, the. Sprrit was 
a witnels—* It is the Spirit that beareth witne/s, 
becaufe the Spirit’ is ‘truth.’”? Our Saviour diftin- 
guifheth betwixt the Spirit’s te/timony and the Apo- 
‘files’, * The’ Spirit of truth, Le fhall qwitne/s of me: 
‘Andale fhall bear evitne/i?? 


Tite’ matter or fubftance’ of the Spirit’s tefti- 
thony, is all the truths concerning Curist. So 
fiys he to the Apoftles, “He (the Spirit) hall 
‘guide you into all truth.” A compendious abridg- 
ment of which we have in the Apoftle’s anfwer to 
the Yewi/b Sanhedrim, who reprimanded them for 
- ‘preaching in thé namie of Fe/us. “ Then Peter and 

the other Apoitles anifwerdd and faid, we ought to 
obey Gop rather than men. The Gop of our 
father's raifed up Fe/us, whom ye flew and hanged 
‘Ona trée’: Him hath Gop exalted with his right- 
‘hand a prince and Saviour; for to give repentance 
to Ifrael, and forgivenefs of fin: And we are his 
witneffes of thefe things, and_./o alfa is the Holy Ghoff, 
whom Gop hath given to them that obey him.” 
After a fimilar account of thé miffion, death, refur- 
vettion, and exaltation of Chriff, Paul tells \the 
Hebrews, “ whereof the Holy Gho/t alfo is a witnefs 


TOG. 


THE manner and time of the Spirit’s bearing 
witnefs to CuristT, was either before his incarna- 
tion,—while he ftayed on earth,—or after his afcen- 
fion: Before he appeared in flefh, in all the pro- 
phefies, promifes, and declarations concerning him 
in the Old Teftament. So Peter tells us, ‘* Of this 

oh falvation 
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falvation the Prophets inquired ; and fearched dili- 
gently, who prophefied of the grace that fhould 
come,—fearching what, or what manner of time 
the Spirit of Chrifi, which was in them did fignity, 
when it teftified before-hand the fufierings of Chri/, 
and the glory that fhould follow” | 


~ By the fame Spirit that. Fobu the Bapti/? pro- 
‘claimed. his advent, and pointed him out. as the 
Lamb of Gop,—Za¢harias, Simon, Ehzabeth, and 
Mary fpake of him.. But when Curist. was to 
appear publickly, he was declared at. his: baptifm 
‘by the lather to be his beloved Son, to which was 
“added, the witnefs of the Spirit; for it was told Fohn 
‘the Baptift, that on whom he faw the Spirit def- 
‘cending and remaining, the fame fhould baptize 
‘with the Hory Guosr. Now, John. fays, «1 
faw and bare record, ‘that this is the Son of Gop.” 
“This -defcent ‘of the Spirit in fuch a manner, was 
an extraordinary teftimony to Curist, an honour 
‘never conferred upon any before, and. fhewed him 
to be the bcly one of Gon, the ancinted from above, 
the ding of Gov’s people, and the heir of all things. 


Bur the ‘fpecial time of the Spirit’s teftifying 
of Curist, was after his afcenfion, when at Pente- 
‘cof? he appeared as cloven tongues of fire upon the. 
Apoftles, and caufed them to: bear witnefs for 
Curist in fo extraordinary a manner, as to.amaze 
allthe fpectators. No talents are competent to defcribe 
the wonderful effects of the effufion of the Spzrit, 
in a more ftriking manner, than he hath done 
himéfelf, by Luse and the Apoftles in the New Tefta- 
‘ment ; the whole of which, after the four gofpels, 
is Only an account of what he enabled them to teach, 
write, and fuffer, as witnefles for Curist. 

| . 2 Se 
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THis pouring out of the Spirit, was a plain 
demonftration of the omnifcience and divine vera- 
city of Curist, in accomplifhing his promite fo 
punctually, and in a manner far beyond. their ex- 
pectations. It was likewife an ample fulfilling the Fa- 
ther’s promiie to fendthe Hoty Guosrt. Both thefe 
areincluded in Peter’s account of that folemn event to 
the wondering multitude, and muft beamoft glorious 
teftimony given by the Spirit, to the ‘truth of the 
Mefial’s character—(f) “ This Fefus hath Gop 
raiied up, whereof we are all witneties. Wherefore 
_ being by the right-hand of Gop exalted, and 
having received of the Father the promife of the 
Hoxy Guost, he hath fhed forth this, which ye 
now fee.and hear.” ° . 


-. Tue Spirit was further a witnefs to Curist, 
in bettowing extraordinary gifts upon the Apoitles 
and others, whereby they were qualified to be pe- 
‘culiar witnefles for Curist. Now, they could 
fpeak the languages of the different nations in- 
telligibly without learning them,—teach the truths 
concerning Curist with fuch power and energy, 
as Peter by a fingle difcourfe converted three thou- 
fand. This is one remarkable inftance of the ac- 
complifhment of what Curisr had told them, 
«< That they fhould do greater works than they 
had feen him do.” The converts to chriftianity 
were but few while he was among them, but now 
converts are made by thoufands. The Spirit in- 
fpired them with fuch found doétrine, as it fhould 
be worthy to complete the canon of revelation, 
and be called the word of God, which will in all 
ages be a glorious teftimony to GurisT, in con- 
verting and comforting his children, and con- 

founding 


{f) A&ts it. 32, 33+ 
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founding all his and their enemies: And fo’abfo- 


lutely fure, that ifan Angel from heaven teach airy 
other. doétrine, ‘the Apoftle fays; let him be ‘ac- 
curled Fiadisd PLT BETES gb aes 


a T - E effufion of the Spirit, at and: after Pente- 


coftj—the doctrines he taught,»-the miracles -he 


wrought,—-the predictions’ he gave forth by the 
Apoftles,—the gifts he beftowed,;—and the infinite 
power he. exerted in bringing thoufands ‘to the 
. kingdom of Currst, make up fuch a teftimony 
to the truth of our Saviour’s character, as ‘his 
combined enemies,’ the Devil, the World, and the 
fico, cam never prevail againft.. With refpect to 


the extraordinary gifts which feemed necéffary‘to — 


the Spirit to beftow at that time, the Apoftle gives 
a comprehenfive view, of them,—(¢) ‘* Now there 
are diverfities of gifts, but the fame Spirit,—to: one 
is given by,the fame Spirit, the word of wifdom,— 
- to another the word of knowledge by: the fame 
Spirit; to another faith ; to another the gifts of heal- 
ing; to another. the working of miracles ; to ano- 
ther prophecy; to another the diicerning of fpirits 3 


to another divers kinds of tongues; to another'the | 


interpretation of tongues: But all thefe worketh 


that one and the jelf-/ame Spirit, dividing to every 


man feverally as he will, &c.”.. 


I sHALL only add one particular teftimony more 


which the Spirit gives to Curist, that is, his re- 
vealing Curist in the fouls of his children. He 
takes the things of Curisr and fhews ‘to the 
mind,—removes the habits of antipathy;—prefents 
him in all his beauty, and aliures the heart to love, 
honour, 


(g) 1 Cor. xii, 4, 8,14, 
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honour, and obey him: Hence, the Apoftle tells 


us, that “ no man can call Jesus, Lorp, but by 
the Hoty Guost.” . 


ANOTHER great part of the Spzrit’s work with 
reference to CuRrisT, is included in his glorifying 
him. When Curist was promifing to fend the 
- Spirit, he fays, ** He fhall glorify me : For he fhall 
receive of mine, and fhall thew it unto you.” 


_ Tue coming of the Spirit as the gi/t of Curist, 
and by his appointment, glorified him. The great« 
nefs of the gift, fhewed the height of glory and 
honour he was exalted to. It fhews what divine 
power,—what unfpeakable favour he had in hea- 
ven, when he could fend fuch a meffenger as the 
divine Spirit. It was the cleareft demonitration of 
his being the true Me/fiah, and the truth of what 
he had fo often faid concerning the glory he was 
to: be exalted to. etd 


Bur further, the Hoty Guost glorified 
_Curist, by confirming the truth of his refurreétion 
from the dead. The Apoftle makes the whole of 
the chriftian religion turn upon the truth of 
Curist’s refurrection. It was the great conteft 
betwixt the Apoftles and the Jews, who held 
Curist to be an impoitor, and his refurrection 
fabulous: And it muft be allowed, that if this 
truth is taken away, it is impoffible to prove him. 
the Mefiah, or that the New Teftament is any 
more than a devifed fable: But the fending cf the 
Hoty Guost put that matter beyond doubt. 
This was the ufe the Apoftles made of it to the 
admiring multitude ; the evidence of which was . 
fo powerful, as to convert fome thoufands of them 
to the belicf of it: And we find the Spirit os 

‘ ie 
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ed thé writers of the books contained in the New 
Teftament, to be fo careful: on this point, that 
there is not one of them in which this truth is 
not afferted, or proved at large from inconteftable 
evidence, as being the leading argument to prove 
that Fefus of Nazareth was the Son of Gop, and 

the Saviour of the world, who was dead, and is alive, 
and lives for evermore. To doubt here, is to call 
the whole of the chriftian religion in quettion. 


Tur Hory Guosr glorified Curist, by tak- 
ing fuch an effectual method to wipe off the'igno- 
miny and reproach he was fubjeét to in his life, 
and at his death. This was done with fuch divine 
wifdom and power, that even many of the Prie/?s, 
his inveterate enemies, were convicted,—fuch as 
relifted the truth were amazed and confounded ;— 
Satan fell as lightening from heaven,—his kingdom 
fhook to the center, and his captives were led 
captive by the power of the truth.—“ So mightily 
grew the word of the Lorp and prevailed!’ The 
Hoty Guost, as an advocate tor the glory of 
CurisT, proved all the accufations and reproaches 
of his enemies to be impotent malice; and 
vindicated the innocence, righteoufnefs, and ho- 
nour of the divine Redeemer againft all accufers ; 
making his friends to triumph, and: praife the 
*¢ Lamb who had been flain, as worthy of all power, 
and riches, and wifdom; and dtrength, and honour, 
and glory, and blefling”? > 


Tue Spirit glorifies Curist, in erecting a king- 
dom for him, and bringing fubjects under his ‘rule 
and government. This he does mi oppofitian to 
all the power, malice, and craft of hell and earth,— 
in Oppofition to all the difgrace he was under, and 
‘the popular prejudices which were fo ftrong againft 


him— — 
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- him,—the natural or acquired enmity of the mind, — 
and the difconformity of the powers, policy, laws, 
honours, cuftoms, profits, and pleafures of this 
world, to the kingdom of Curist.- Notwith- 
ftanding thefe, and other infuperable difficulties 
to all created power, the Hoty Guosr ereéts.a 
kingdom for. Carist, enthrones him in the hearts 
of men, whom he makes willing, loving, and obe- 
dient fubjects, “ built together a habitation for 
him through the Spirit, who infpires them with 
courage and honefty to propagate the glory of his 
kingdom, praife him as king of faints, and with 
holy fubmiffion fay, “The Lorp is our judge, the 
Loxrp is our lawgiver, the Lorp is our ding, and 
he will fave us.” To this we may add, 


Tuavt the Hoty Guost glorifies Curisr, 
_ by conforming all his fubjects to his image. He 
prefents the glory and excellence of CurisT in 
fuch a point of view, as the enmity of their hearts 
is melted down, and,they allured through the pre- 
cioufnefs of his character tevealed in the gofpel, 
where the knowledge of Curist is made maniteft, 
which in them who are ready to perifh, is the fa- 
vour of life unto life; and to them who are faved 
from the reigning powerof fin, is the favour of death 
unto death, or the mortification of remaining pre- 
judices, evil affections, or corrupt paflions in them. + 

| f me They 


+ Tho’ the fenfe in which I take this exprefliion of the Apo- 
file, is direétly contrary to the common interpretation of it, yet 
I humbly think it is the proper meaning thereof. He fays, 2 Cor. 
iis 14, 15, 16. ‘* Nowthanks be unto God, who always caufeth us - 
to triumph in Chriff, and maketh manifest the favour of his 
knowledge by us in every place : For we are unto Goda fweet 
favour of Chrift, in them that are faved, and in them that perifh. 
(are perifhing as it fhould be rendered) Tothe one, we are the 
~ favour of death unio death; and to the others, the favour of. life 


unto life”? According to the plain connexion of the paffage, the 
; manifeftation 
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They “ behold as in a glafs the glory of the Lo RD, 
are changed into the /ame image, from glory to. 
glory, by the Lorp the Spirit.” As Solomon fays, 
“they are more excellent than their neighbours,” 
—all glorious within,—filled with his. grace, they 
fulfil the good-pleafure of his will, and the name 
of the Lord Fefus is glorified by them. The for- 
mer haughtinefs of their minds is brought low, 
and Chri their Lorp is alone exalted. Created 
for his praife, they increafe in holinefs, love, and. 


_ Manifeftation of the knowledge of Chriff was in the faved, the 
favour of death unto death, (not death in the worft fenfe, as the 
common opinion is, bat) a death untojin of all kinds, which the 
faved in Chrift die daily unto, avd which the knowledge of Chrif? 
in the gofpel is the powerful caufe of, agreeable to many fimilar 
exprefhions of the Apoftles. Rom, vi. 1, 2. 7, 8, 11. * Shail we 
{believers in Céri/?) continue in tio, that-grace may abound ? God 
forbid ; how thali we that are dead tafin, live any longer therein ? 
For he that-is dead, is freed from fin. Now if we be dead with 
Chrifit, we believe that we fhall alfo. live with him: Likewife 
reckon ye alfo yourflves to be dead indeed unto fin; but alive un- 
to God, throug’) Sefus Chrift our Lord, Chap. vii. 9. For I was 
alive without the law once; but when the commandment came, 
fin revived, and I died, Col. iii. 3. For yeare dead, and your 
Jife is hid with Chriffin God. Pet. ii, 24.—Who his own felf 
bare our fins in his own body on the tree, that we being dead to 
Ju, thould live unto-nghteoufpefs.”’ So that the death in the 
teXt, is the progreflive work of mortification of fin, which is the 
“‘Epecial privilege of all who have the true Knowledge of Chrif, 
and which is a./weet favour to God through him. Sa 
, But this knowledge of Chrif in the ote. is alfo the favour. of 
Fife unto life in them that are perifbing. The poor, deftitute, pe- | 
withing finner, ftung with gilt, puliued with the curfe, and void 
of all bopes of falvation from every other propofed remedy, has 
the knowledge of the all-fufficient Saviour in all his fulnefs pre- 
fented to him in the gofpel, which, by the power of the Spirit, is> 
made a principle of new life in him,—deftroys all thofe vain 
shopes which wrought death in his foul, and makes him live a 
life of faith on the Son of Ged. This is the death and the dife 
which are native froits of the power of divine truth, manifefted 
dn the gofpel of Chrif, anda particular part of the Spirit’s work ia 
athe divine oeconomy, for which, the Apoftle gives thanks unto 
God, and which is a /weat favour unto God of Chriff. But how 
thocking.are the inferences which have been drawn from this paf- 
fage!, Asifithe knowledge of Cryin the gofpel, was the means 
pine of 
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good works. The chief end of their a¢tions is his 
glory; and their higheft defire whether in life or 
in death, is, that Chrif? may be glorified in them. 
They have all the fame fentiments concerning 
Chrift and his kingdom: This is a work by. which 
_Chrift is glorified, which neither the power nor po- 
licy of this world could ever bring about, by all the 
{chemes eftablifhed churches have been founded on. 
It could never be faid of any of them, that all the 
members “¢ were of one heart and mind,—that they 
with one mind, and one mouth glorified Gop.” 
This 


of impenitency and unbelief, and confequently of death and dam- 
nation to them that perifh. A thought every way unworthy of the 
goodnefs, mercy, and grace of God, manifetted in ihe good tidings 
of falvation by Chri? Fefus. 

There is another text, which for want. of due attention, bas 
been mifreprefented in the fame manner, % €or. iv. 3. “If our 
gofpel be hid, itis hid to tnem that are loft. In whom the god . 
of this world hath blinded the minds of them which believe not, 
&c.” Notto fpeak of the abufe this pafage hath met with from 
the corrupt ufe which has been made of it, the way itis rendered, 
is neither agreeable to the Apoftle’s feope, nor is it good fenie 3 
_ Whereas there is no paflage of fcripture plainer, if the feope is 

attended to. I> the former chapter, the Apoftle fhews the excel- 
lency of the gofpel dilpenfation above the Mo/aie, and begins this 
with a declaration of the honefty, zeal, and treedom of the Apo- 
files, in preaching the truths of the gofpel. ‘* But (fays he) if our 
gofpel be hid, itis hid azong the things that are abolifhed; by 
which, (things) the God of this world bath blinded the minds of 
them who believe not, left the light of the glorious gofpel of: 
Chrift,—thould thine unto them.” By the things which are abo- 
- hithed, it is plain, he means the Feavi/h céremonies,—carnal com = 
mandments, the fhadoWs and figures, together with the Levitical 
priefthood and Jaws concerning ft, that were abclifhed and done 
away in Ghriff, which things being mixed with the truths of his 
gofpel, made it daik, obfeure, and of no effea, so fuch as had 
this veil remaining upon their hearts, as the Apoftle tells us im- 
mediately before. In this light, the paflage is clear, and free of 
thefe grofs imputations upoa the gofpel of Chri, which have. 
been founded upon this, and fome other texts. Tho’ the brevity 
of a note will not fuffer me to fet this matter in fo full a view, as 
to convince fuch as are ftrongly prejudiced in favour: of the come- 
mon interpretation of fuach texts ; yet, by this fhort hint, thecan= 
did inquiring reader, will at leaft, fee the necefhty of fearching 
the fcripture for. himfelf, and the danger of taking religion upon 
aru without examination, which teq.many are difpofed to do, 
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This unity is the peculiar privilege of the churches 
of Chrift, framed by the Spirit, upon the princi- 
ples of truth in the word. aoe 


T we Spirit glorifies Chrif#, by making known 
to his people the exceeding greatnefs of his merit, 
righteoufhefs, mercy, love, grace, and condefcen- 
fion; through a fenfe of which, they magnify him 
who hath brought in an evertafting righteou/ne/s, 
by which they are juftified and do plery. They 
‘fay with Paul,‘ 1 was a blafphemer, perfecutor, in- 
jurious ; but I obtained mercy, andthe grace of our 
Lorp Jesus Curist was exceeding abundant to- 
wards me.” They receive a fulnefs of grace that . 
reigns through righteonfnefs to eternal life by 
jesus Curisr : And knowing all to be fovereign 
and free, it fweetens their eternal praife to him. 
who /oved them, and redeemed them unto Gop 
by his blood. 

- Curis? is glorified by the Spirit, enabling 
his fervants to fuffer for his name. Tis the ftrong- 
eft mark of loyalty in a fubject to give his life 
and all he has for his prince. By this method, 
through the Spirit’s aid, the fubjects of Chriffhave _ 
carried his praife to the ends of the earth. But te 
conclude this, ae 


Tue Hory Guosr glorifies Curisr, in per- 
fecting all the members of his body, making them 
meet to be partakers with the faints in light,—ail 
ready to attend their Lorp at his coming, when 
he fhall be glorified in- all his faints, whom the 
Spirit had taken from the depths of moral corruption 
and alienation from Gop,—deftroyed the Devil’s 
imagein them,—-conformed them to the imageof the 
SON 


(9235.".) 


Son of Gop,—watfhed them in his blood, and 
now they are before the throne without fpot, BE 
ing aut world without end. 


WERE it not that I will be agent too prolix 
_on this fubject already, many other things might be 
obferved concerning the work of the Spirit; tor the 
{criptures afford evidence fufficient to extend an 
account of this kind to many more particulars 
than are yet mentioned ; particularly that great 
end of his miffion, . echich our Lorp mentions, 
“* To reprove the world of fin, righteoufnefs, and 
judgment,” which, with the fhort comment he 
gives, of thefe three parts of the Spirit’s work, afford 
undeniable evidence to the oeconomical charatter 
of the Holy Ghoft. 


We might alfo have noticed the convincing a. 
of the Spirit upon the redeemed,—his uniting — 
them to Chri/?,—his work in their juitification, 
adoption, regeneration, and progreflive fanctifica- 
tion, in their confolation, perfeverance, and 
growth in grace:—In his witnefling the truth of 
their adoption, fealing, leading, and guiding them, 
—in his giving them power to mortify evil pees 
lufts, and { paflions,—refift the Devil, the world, and 
the flefh, and overcome temptations of every 
kind,—his ftrengthening their moral powers to 
underftand and mind the truth, from which as a 
living principle, they bring forth the peaceable 
fruits of righteoufnefs,—his aflifting them in prayer, 
and other’ fpiritual exercifes of religion. Thefe, 
together with what the Apoftle mentions. as fruits 
of the Spirit, «© The fruits of the Spirit is love, joy, 
peace, long-fuffering, gentlenefs, goodnefs, faith, 
mecknefs, temperance :” But to treat of all thefe. 

particularly, 
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particularly, would be more like writing a treatife 
on the works of the Spirit, than defending a parti- 
cular argument. I fhall therefore conclude this 
account by obferving, . Re Sep: 


_ From what has been briefly hinted concerning 
the Appellations, Miffion, and Works of the Spzrit, 
it is abundantly plain, that the character of the 
Holy Ghof?, which we have in revelation, is wholly 
oeconomical : And that he is called Holy Spirit, and 
Spirit of God, from the nature of his work, which 
is all the internal and {piritual part of the great 
-oeconomy, which Gop hath purpofed to carry on 
in all ages, till the whole is confummated in the 
complete felicity of the chofen objects of his love, 
in the full enjoyment of himfelf. And I think it 
will be impoflible for the friends of a natural, nece/~ 
fary, and eternal proceffion of the Holy Ghof?, to find 
any thing faid of him in the Bible, that in the 
leaft favour ¢ezr notion; or that is not applicable 
to the fcripture account of the oeconomy of — 
Gop.” | 


Iv may be further obferved, that the Spirit is 
the fovereign agent, Lorp, and admini/trator of the 
whole gofpel oeconomy. The doétrines of the gof- 
pel were immediately revealed by him,—preached — 
by the gifts he beftowed, and accompanied in many 
by external miraculous works done by his power, 
and made effectual as a renewing, active principle 
by his divine energy. The Apoftle when com- 
paring the gofpel difpenfation with the law, calls 
the whole of it the miniftration of the Spirit —(/) 
*< How fhall not the mini/fration ofthe Spirit, (com- 

pared 


\ 


{A} 2 Core iii. 8. 
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-pared with the J/etter under the ceremonial difpen« 

fation) be rather glorious ?” Which includes the 
whole of that fpiritual work the Holy Ghoff came 
‘to accomplifh in the oeconomy of man’s falva- 
tion. The Holy Ghoj? fpeaks of himfelf in the cha- 
racter of governor in the church, when he faid, 
(z) “* Separate me, Barnabas and Saul, for the work 
whereunto I have called them.’ He carried on 
the work of Chri/?, and perfects that falvation 
which he was promifed to be to the ends of the 
earth.—(é) * The comforter, the Holy Gho/?, whom 
‘the Father will fend in my name, he thall teach you 
all things, and bring all things to your remem-~ 
brance, whatfoever | have faid unto you.” He 
had promifed to be with his people to the end of the 
world, but foon after left them; yet Chri/?s pro- 
mife is fully accomplifhed by the Siunt, who comes 
in bis name, and‘ takes of the things of Chri/?, 
and fhews them unto them.” 


(8) Adts xii. 2, (4) John xiv. 26, 
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Ee AY AVIN re in the two former parts given an. 
Cea is account what the feriptures fay concern- 
ing the Trinity; I fhall in this part, as 
alk me promifed, Hes how little beat is 
due from chriftians, to the fubtle diftinGions i in-. 
vented among men concerning that fubject; and 
the difficulties that have occurred to me, in the 
confideration of a pretended explication "of that 
do@trine, which has been held pretty orthodox for 
many years paft, and generally impofed as an ar- 
ticle of faith. 


Ir is manifeft how copious and conclufive the 
fcriptures are on this point, and fufficiently ex- 
plain themfelves by comparing one text with ano- 
ther, as far as is neceflary for us mortals to know,_ 
without the leaft neceflity for the ftretches of hu- , 
man wit, to devife dark and perplexed explications 
of this doétrine ; 3; which human inventions, are fo 
far from being clearly taught in fcripture, that 
many of them are directly contrary thereto. 

OF 
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_. OF all the doétrines in revelation, there is the 
leaft room here for man’s invention : For the moft 
elevated ftrains of genius are utterly loft in pro- 
found darknefs in attempting to wade beyond the 
line of revelation, there being nothing we can 
know of Gop, but what he is pleafed to reveal of 
himfelf ; which every chriftian fhould humbly, dili- 
gently, and devoutly learn from his own facred 
word. While the-ftrains of philofophical criticiim 
are bufied in defining a Deity,’ the mere produc 
of proud imagination ; which foaring fpirit in {ome 
men, that will be wife above what is written, will 
not allow them to fubmit to the plain intelligible 
account Gop hath .given of himfelf: And what 
notable difcoveries do they. make, who thus dive 
into the fecrets of -the moft high? Why, they 
change the glory of the incorruptable Gop into an- 
image of their own fahcy, and the truth of Gop 
‘into a lie, worfhipping this creature of their own brain, 
inftead of the creator, who is Gop over all, blefed 

ji. evers : ee 
_ Mosv7 part of men have their minds fixed in 
certain notions, which.in the early periods of their 
life they were taught by their tutors, or have re- 
ceived through the influence of a party, or out of 
refpect to church authority, without examination 3 
thefe they believe as undoubted truths; what is 
not agreeable thereto, they readily conclude to be 
falfe: And in every recourfe to the divine word, 
thefe notions are the rules by which they explain 
it. -Hence it is, that all parties appeal to fcripture, 
and pretend to find their own notions there, by 
forcing it to {peak agreeable to the opinions they 
hold. Thus, received opinions are the ftandard_ of 
the fenfe of {cripture, which is divefted of the ho- 
nour of being the rule of faith. But as this is vili< 
ied § bly 
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bly owing to prejudice, in favour of things receiv- 
ed from men, which are'believed to be unqueftion- 
ably orthodox: If we would be right inquirers 
after truth, we fhould come to revelation free and 
difengaged,—read and meditate, as under the con- 
duct of an unerring guide, the divine Spirit, with- _ 
out bias and partiality, without regard to human ~ 
authority, parties, intereft, or education, waiting 
‘upon the Lorp for divine aid, who only can open 
our underftandings to know the truth revealed in 
the fcripture. — LE SEER» TE Ae ree 


Wr # refpeét to religion, ¥ chufe to reft my 
faith upon the divine teftimony only, which I am cer- 
‘tain will never deceive : But dare not follow hu- 
‘man explications through the maze of dark, fubtle, 
and perplexing ‘diftinctions, in which fo many of 
‘the contrivers of religious fyftems.have bewildered 
themfelves ; and much lefs dare I receive doétrines 
devifed by fhort-fighted mortals as: articles of faith. 

The word of Gop we may give an implicit affent 
unto, being confident that the dictates of heaven 
are abfolutely unerring : But devices of men in > 
matters of faith, we fhould approve and‘ receive ' 
no further, than upon examination we find them 
agreeable to the ature Oratless 9 ON 


et by any perfon be inclined to think that I treat. 
thofe things, which fo-many have received and 


admired, with too much freedom, (and perhaps 


what forme will call contempt) let him confider, 
that it is nota matter of divine revelation which 
is at prefent under confideration ; but an hypothe- 
fis entirely human, only fupported’ upon the totter- 
ing foundation of‘ pretended antiquity, and: the 
multitude of its votaries. -1. claim no more in this 
sey br 896 eh iar ONS Meo pate 
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cafe, than the privilege of every chnitian, which 
is tO examine all fuch fyftems by the word of 
Gop, and finding any part of them contrary 
thereto, is at liberty to reject the fame as any part 


N 


of his faith. ; . 

I am far from faying that the inventors, or 
‘Maintainers of this fyitem, a part of which I am 
to examine, are chargeable with all the confe- 
quences that have, or may be drawn from it as - 
principles of their’s. Therefore, allow me once 
tor all to fay, that it,is not men of any denomina-; 
tion I find fault with, but a Human Expxica- 
Tion Of the Trinity, which, tho’ rigouroufly im- 
pofed as an article of faith, cannot be reconciled 
with: the faered records: And for this reafon, I 
fhall in the following remarks, take the liberty to 
call it the Human ScHEME, . . : 


‘T&R & are fo many parts of this liuman ftruc- 
ture, fo many things faid to be natural, neceffary, 
and effential to Gop, without authority from re- 
vélation, that ’tis nothing ftrange for one to be at 
a lofs where to begin or end in the confideration 
of them. As the human fcheme feems to repre- 
fent thé characters of the divine three in contrait, I 
{hall follow it alittle on the plan which the ftretched 
“imaginations of mén have reprefented them in. 
But mutt firft obferve, that the following extract, 
is ‘not taken from the fentiments of any finglé 
authors, who have wrote upon the hy _ but 
froma fyftem as much in repute among Protedtant 
eftablifhed churchés, as any I Know, in which it is 
afferted, 
“THat it is peculiarly proper to the divine 
perfonality of the FatHer to be of none : ve 
alone 
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alone of the three devine perfons isthe rirst: That 
he hath his being and perfonality of dim yfelf, being 
ose ies begotten bys nor proceeding from another 


“Bu +, that it is peculiarly proper to the divine | 
perfonality of the Son to be of another, viz. the 
Father : That he qlone is the seconp : That:he 
hath. mot his being, fubfiftence, and perfonality of 
himjelf ; but as a divine perfon i is begotten. of the. Fa- 
ther, by an act of | ETERNAL GENERATION, 


“AND, that it is Reedy proper to the divine 
pierfbnality of the: Holy Ghop to be of the Father 
and the Son,—That.1 he ai is the THIRD.—That 
he'hath’ not” his ‘being and. perfonality of bimfelf, 


but as @ divine perfon proceeds from the. dethert a4. 
the Son, by ant ETERNAL PROCESSION» 2a 


Tuat it is ie perfonal’ ee “of a a 
ther,. to beget .a Son in his own nature.—That it 
is the perfonal property of the. Son, to, be. be- 
gotten in thé Father’s “nature —That it is the per- 
fonal property of the Holy Ghoft, to proceed : aOR. 
both the Father and. the Son. : ; cr wzadve ols 
‘ei HAT paternity is natural; ot neceflary | to. the 
fubfiftence . of the Father as a “perfor On in. God-head : 
' Or, that he is a Fatuer, as he is Gon, and that 
thefe are fynonimous convertable terms.—That - 
jiliation i 1S patural, and neceflary to. the. fubfiftence 
of the Son, ¢ as a per. rfon in God-head:: Or, that he is 
a Son, ‘as he is Gop, and that. thofe are noni- 
“mous convertable terms.—That. the name Holy: Ghoft 
is natural, neceffary, and peculiar to his fubfiftence 
| AS @ per fon i in Ged-head : Or, that this character is 
proper only to him, as he is Gop, exclufive of the 
other two perfons in the God-head. 


. Tuoat 
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' Tuar it is the pectliar property of the Fa- . 
ther, to communicate the whole of the divine eflence 
to the Son, by which communication he is a Father 
in God-head.—Vhat it is the property of the Son to 
have the w/ole divine effence communicated to him, 
by which communication he is a Son in God-head. 
-—That it 1s the property of the Holy Gho/, to 
- have the whole divine eflence communicated to him 
from the Father and the Son, by which communi- 
cation he is a perfon in God-head. — 


THeEsex, and many fuch, are the off-{pring of 
human invention, (except a particular or two con- 
cerning the Father) for which there is not the leaft 
countenance in the word of Gop; which will ap- 
pear by comparing the particulars of this human 
fyftem, with the {cripture account of the Trinity, 
in the former parts of this work :» And indeed, 
thefe are foft things, when compared :with many 
other fubtle philofophical niceties, which fome have 
{pun from their own brains, and prefented to the 
world as explications of the Trinity. Out of many, 
I fhall only trouble the reader with one fhort note 
of an orthodox Divine. He fays, “*'The fr/? way 
_ of the divine effence acting upon itfelf, produceth the 
frft perfon; the fecond way of its acting upon itfelf, 
produceth the fecond perfon,; and the third way of 
its acting upon itfelf, produceth the third perfon.” 
This is a difcovery indeed! for which we are wholly 
‘indebted to the {chools: But I could not fay much. 
in favour of his common fenfe, or knowledge of » 
the feriptures, that could admit it as a definition 
of the Gop he worfhipped. | 


I Hap no intention of taking any further notice 
in this place, of the fentiments of particular Di- 
vines 
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vines on this fubje@, had not the firft volume of 
a work, now printing, come in my way, called 
«¢ An illuftration of the doctrines of the chriftian 
Religion, comprehending a complete Body of Di- 
vinity, by the late Reverend and Learned Mr 
Thomas Bofton, minifter of the gofpel, at Ettrick.’’ 
From which it was proper to give the reader this 
fhort extract, to fhewthe neceflity there is of fetting 
this fubject in a fcriptural light, and of expofing . 
the abfurdity of men’s inventions thereon. It is 
evident from this extract, which is in the Author’s 
own words, that the moft admired writers among 
the fyftematics, even in the prefent age, do ftill on 
this fubject follow the fame unfcriptural plan firft 
contrived at the council of Nzce, and further manu- 
factured in the Popifh fchools, which the reform- 
ers from Popery adopted implicitly into their fyf _ 
tems, atid has: been generally received as ortho- 


dox without examination. — 


, Hea fays, p. 189, “1 am to explain the terms 
* the God-head,.and a Perfon. By the God-head, is 
‘meant the nature or eflence of Gop, even as by 
*© manhood, is underftood the nature of man. A’ 
“‘ divine perfon, or a perfon in the God-head, is 
«the God-head_ diitinguifhed by perfonal proper- 
** ties :- For confider the God-head, as the fountain 
* or printiple of the Deity, fo it is the firft perfon 5 
“ coniider it (the God-head) as begotten of the Fa- 
“* ther, it is the jecond; and as proceeding trom the 
“ Father and the Son, it is the third perfn-—=19 16 
“ They are diltinguifhed by their order of fubfift- 
‘ing, and their incommunicable perfonal proper-' 
‘ties. In refpect of the order of fubfiftence, the 
“ Father is the jir/? perfon, as the fountain of the 
“ Deity, having the foundation of perfonal fubfitt- 
“ence in himfelf; the Son is the /econd perfon, 

and 
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«‘ and hath the foundation of perfonal fubfiftence | 
“from the Father ; and the Holy Ghoft is the 
“ third perfon, as having the foundation of per- 
 fonal fubfiftence from the Father and the Son.— 
“192. This generation of the Son and Holy Ghoft 
** was from all eternity,—and to deny it, would 
*< be to deny the fupreme and eternal God-head 
“ of all the glorious, perfons.—They are not only 
“ of alike nature or fubftance, but one and the 
< fame fubftance ; and if fo, they are and must be 
“¢ equal in all effential perfections.—Each of the 
“* three perfons hath the one whole God-head,, or 
‘* divine nature.—This myftery of the Trinity is_ 
*‘ fo interwoven, with the whole. of religion, that 
“ there can neither be true faith, pens worlhip, 
aera obedience without it. 


Spt teh 22 TESS. Chorale ee been. the Son 
“* of Gop by eternal generation, he could not have 
“been gur mediator and redeemer, nor could he 
“ have obtained a throne and. kingdom. as, fuchs 

“¢ —523. He is the Son of Gop, in.a moft proper 
** and fingular manner, viz. by the Lather’s. com- 
“* municating the divine effence. ta. him, by-eternal gene- 
“ ration.—524. The nature of this. generation, our 
< blefled Lorn himfelf doth explain to us, Jabn 
v.26. As the Father hath life in himfelf, fo 
“hath he given to the Son to: haye life in. himéelf. 
“¢ Which doth neceflarily importa communication 
“ of the fame, individnal eflence. For to-have life 
<<. in; himéelf, was an, effential. attribute of Gop ; 
7. @, tO. have life independently, of and from 
<< himfelf, and. to. be the fource and. fountain of life 
“to all creatures, is a perfection. proper to. Gop, 
« infeparable from, his. nature, yea, the very fame 
‘« with his effence: And therefore, the Father can- 


not 
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“ not giveit, unlefs he give the effence itfelf, which 
© he cannot give by way of alienation or partici- 
<< pation,—therefore it muft be by way of communi- 
“cation. So'that the generation of the Son is that 
<“ eternal action of the Father, whereby he did com- 
<< municate to the Son the fame individual effence 
« which he himfelf hath, that the Son might have - 
“it equal with himfelf;—in receiving whereof, 
«the Son doth nomoreleffen or diminifh the ma- 
«‘ jefty or God-head of the Father, than the light 
«of one candle doth the light of another from 
¢ which it is taken. Wherefore the council of 
« Nice faid well, that Chriftis Gop of Gop, light 
Sof light, very Gop of very Gop, not proceed- 
“ing but begotten. Hence, it is clear, that he is 
“the true Gop, and the moft high Gop, equal 
«“ with the Father.’ A ftrange inference from 
fuch premifes ! | ; 


Few men, perhaps, have been more popular in 
the proteftant churches, than the author of this 
work. His writings have been generally efteem- 
ed by devout people, and his name reckoned a 
fufficient recommendation to what has been printed 
under that patronage: And no doubt the fyftem- 
atic doctrine of the Trinity will be-received as, 
truth on the fame account, tho’ evidently ridicu- 
lous and «contradictory in itielf.. It is amazing ~ 
what weight men have laid upon doétrines, which 
have not the leaft countenance from {icripture |—~ 
So important, fo neceflary to falvation, that if in 
the lealt doubted of, the whole of religion is ruined ! 
By this artifice, the bulk of mankind have béen 
frightened into a belief of the dreadful danger of 
fo much as inquiring into the truth or falfehood of 
fuch doétrines, \as have been guarded by fanctions. 
of fa facred a nature. You, might as foon per- 

mbes : fuade 
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fuade many pious people to doubt of their own 
exiftence, ‘as that this author, and others of equal 
repute among them, would lay fo much weight 
as he does in this cafe, upon a fcheme of doétrine 
'which hath no foundation in revelation, reafon, 
or common fenfe. In many refpects he was juftly 
admired; but, his authority, nor no man’s elfe, 
can make that a part of the chriftian religion which 
Gop has not revealed. . 


- Tue ideas which this dodtrine convey, feem to 
be more a-kin to the heathen mythology, than the - 
revealed character of Gop in fcripture: And I 
cannot help thinking, that feveral parts of it are 
borrowed from that quarter, by the firft contri- 
vers thereof, who ftill retained fome of the no- 
tions they had been bred up in, before converted - 
to chriftianity: And like the reformers from po- 
pery, did not get clear of all the prejudices of 
their firft education, before they, in the heat of 
controverfy, compofed fyftems of doctrine, and 
forms of worfhip, which in many inftances, are ra- 
ther what they formerly believed, the idolatries of 
the heathen, or the fuperftitions of popery, than 
what they afterwards profefled, viz. an adherence 
to revelation, in oppofition to all the traditions of 
men. The terms (if there is any fenfe in them fo 
connected) convey ideas only {uitable to heathen 
deities, not to the one living andtrue Gop. To de- 
fine the eflence and nature of Gop, by the nature 
‘of man,—the communicating and receiving of | 
deity by the lighting of one candle at another,— 
_to tell us the God-head is. diftinguifhed,—is the 
fountain of the deity,—is begotten of the father, 
—proceeds from the father and the fon, &c. &c. 
is wholly unintelligible,—fo confufed, that no man 
; Hob can 
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can know what is meant by ‘emant effence, 


deity, father, fon, or any other term in the whole 
of thé pretended definition. 


I know not which is to be moft peas at 
and lamented, how fo many great men could afflume 
fuch a prerogative, as to load this doétrine with 
fo many unfuitable, unintelligible, and unmeaning 
diftin@ions : Or, that fuch multitudes of people 
have without examination been difpofed to receive 
thefe diftincions as undoubted truths, without 
feeing their difagreement with revelation. Itisa— 
pity the one fhould have fo much selshiedlii and 
the other fo. void of attention. . 

It would be too tedious a tafk to oer minutely 

\ into the particular parts of this human {cheme 
concerning the Trinity; I fhall only give fome 
hints of the moft glaring abfurdities and contra- 
dictions therein,—anfwer the moft plaufible ar- 
guments in favour of it; and endeavour as I go 
along, to caft fome further light upon the oeco- 
nomical names or characters. of TatHEns: Sox, 
and Hoty Guost. 


ook ge 
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WH SHALL begin with the terms FirsT, sECOND, 
and THIRD, which are commonly applied to 
the divine three, as characters natural and effential 
to. the manner of their fubfiftence in Deity: But 
upon what authority (tradition excepted) I know 
not. The fcriptures no where teach that the Fa- 
ther is First in fubfiftence in Deity, the Son 
SECOND, and the Holy Ghoff THIRD. . It is written 
*¢ there are three, and thefe three are one,’ and more 
we know not; for there is not one expreffion in 
the Bible which {peaks of the Father, that calls 
him the rirst. The Lord Fefus Chri/f, faith of 
himfelf, “I am Alpha and Omega, the beginning 
and the end, the firff and the /a/?.” No, a the 
fupporters of this fcheme, thou art the seconp, 
the perfon of the Father is the rirsr: Is not this 
teaching him to fpeak, who gave a mouth to man? 
Or rather giving thelie to the Gop of truth? 


THe only reafon I ever heard advanced for 
this part of the fcheme is, * that the perfons are 
‘mentioned in that order in fcripture.” It muft be 
granted, that in fome places the Father is firft men- 
tioned, the Son next, and the Holy Ghoit laft, 
but not under the terms fff, fecond, and third: 
And if the order of mentioning them fo in fome 
texts, had been to teach us in what manner they 
fubfifted’in Deity, then certainly the fame order 
would ‘always have been obferved : But that order 
is frequently inverted, and in fome texts the Lord 
Fefus Chrift is mentioned firff, in others, the Holy 
Ghoft. (i) Therefore it may be juftly concluded, 

. that 


(/)@ Cor, 13, 14. 2 Theff. it, 16, and iii, 5. 
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that this order of mentioning them in fome texts, 
is not to teach us any thing concerning the man- 
ner of their. fubfiftence in Deity. 


Yer this order of mentioning them may be 
improved to edification, if confidered as expreflive 
of the order of operation in the divine oeconomy 
of man’s redemption, in which the Father is repre- 
fented as fuftaining the majefty of Deity,chufing 
and fending the Son ; and exacting from .him {fatis- 

faction for the fin of the elect company he was fent 

to redeem. The Son in undertaking, and giving 
that fatisfaction: The Holy Ghoft in applying the 
bleflings, which Chri/?’s fatisfaction hath made an 
egrefs for, to the chofen objects of divine love. .I 
fay, in the order of divine operation, the terms 
jirft, fecond,. and third: may have fome -meaning, 
but no way, infer that they fubfift in this manner 
in the divine nature. | * , . 
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Ir is indeed preffed as an argument: in favour 
of thofe terms, .‘‘ That the order. of . operation 
among the divine perfons, is intended to teach the 
internal order .of their fubfiftence in Deity.” But 
this is gratis dictum, for no fuch thing is revealed ; 
how then came men by the knowledge of it? . As 
Gop has not revealed the manner of his being and 
fubfiftence, it muft be the moft daring prefump- 
tion for mortals to pretend to. know, or attempt 
to explain it.” RE ORS Fr eee 


- Besip&s, if this propofition could be grant- 
ed, then thofe called Arians, have always been right 
in maintaining that Chri/? is an inferior, fubordinate 
Deity ; for they argue thus: ‘As the divine per- ~ 
foris are reprefented in going through the work 
of man’s falvation, fo they are in the divine na- | 

ture 3 
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ture; but Chrif? is reprefented in that work to be 

the Father’s fervant, inferior to, and depending 
upon the will of the Father: Therefore, he is in- 
ferior and fubordinate to the Father in the divine 
nature.” If the premifes are good, the confe- 
quence is undeniable. Let the fupporters of fuch 
a propotition anfwer for giving fuch an advantage 
to the adverfaries of the Deity of the Son and 
Sprrrr, for the fame confequence holds with re- 
fpect to both : And it is evident, if the propofition 
is maintained, the proper Deity of both muft be 
given up. : | eer es 


But in fact, the terms Sift, fecond, and third 
will admit of no fenfe, but what import either 
priority’ and pofteriority, or Superiority and inferiority. 
For I know no other fenfe the word First will 
bear as applied to a perfon, but the following, Viz. 
Him that is earlieft in exiftence: Him who is be- 
fore all other in fome, order: Him who is nobleft 
in dignity : Or, him who exceeds in excellency, 
And if the term First be applied to any one in the 
Trinity, with refpe@ to the other two in any of 
thefe fenfes, it will neceffarily conclude againtt their 
_ equality, or eternity, if not both. Tho’ the Lord 
Fefus Chrift calls himfelf the FIRST, he is not then 
comparing himfelf with the Father or Holy Ghoft, 
and fo does not fuppofe any of them a SECOND, 
in that fenfe in which he calls himfelf the First ‘ 
for in the fame fenfe that he is the First, fo are 
the other two; therefore, there can be no seconp 


and THIRD, with refpeé to the Deity of the three 
who are one. 


T He's ® terms fo applied, lead even friends to 
the doctrine of the Trinity, into Jow and unfuit- 
able conceptions of one in Deity being before, and 
ed another 
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another. after, which are the natural ideas the 
terms convey : And at the fame time, furnifh ene- 
mies with arguments againft the co-eternity and 
equality or famenefs of the divine three. Were it 
not for thefe confequences, which natively flow from 
the ufe of the terms fo applied, I fhould not hefi- 
tate to ufe them, were they intended merely for 
diftinctions fake in fpeaking of the divine three: 
But yet, I think itis fafeft to fpeak of them under - 
the diftinguifhing characters which the divine word 
hath given them, viz. Farner, Worp, or Son, 


Pa 


and Hoxy Guost, or SPIRIT. ot 


2. AGAtN, Lobferve in general, that the fup- 
porters of this /cheme allow, “ That the three di-' 
vine perfons are one in the divine eflence or nature 5 
and that each divine perfon hath the whole of the 
divine effence.” Yet in the fame fcheme, there is 
not only a diftinction among the perfons, (which 
mift be admitted becaufe the fcripture calls them 
+HREE) but there is a very different manner of fub- 
fifting in the fame effence afligned to each perfon. 
Now, if this different manner of fubfifting is in- 
ternal, natural, or neceffary, as isaflerted, how then 
- #8 it poffible, that the fame perfeéctions in the fame 
refpect can be in each divine perfon ? 


Ir isa truth, that the divine three exift natu- 
rally, necefarily, and eternally ; but there are many 
things in the human /cheme evidently contrary to 
this. ‘ That one divine perfon is of none, nei- 
ther begotten nor proceeding ; but hath his being 
and fubhitence of himfelf.” All this is true ; but 
are not the other two the fame? No, faith the. 
fcheme ; but the direct contrary.” . A firft perfon 
communicates the divine eflence, and a fecond and 
third receive the eflence by communication.” Can 

. 3 there 
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there be a more abfolute difference fuppofed, than 
is here aflirmed among the divine three ? What can 
differ more than wa-originated, feif-exiffence, and 
derived, communicated emiftence? \s it not affirming 
in. the plaineft terms, that one perfon is felf-fufi- 
cient for his own exiftence and perfections ; but 
the other two are not fo; but depend upon the 
_ communication of them from another? Doth it 
not degrade them to the level of creatures, whofe dif- 
tinguifhing character is, that have they all communi- 
cated to them; but cannot fay they have their 
being, or any thing they enjoy of themfelves ?— 
Does it not make the divine three differ as much as. 
mutability and time differ from immutability and eter- 
nity? For he who is felf-exiftent, and hath his be- 
ing and perfections of himfelf, muft be eferna/ and 
immutable: But on the contrary, he who hath his 
perfonality and perfections communicated to him, 
muft be mutable; becaufe he is a dependent being 
in having that communicated to him, which is ne- 
eeflary to his exiftence, and which he had not ori- 
- ginally of himfelf: And as to efermty, hecan have 
no claim to it confiftent with common fenfe ; for 
it is a contradiction in terms to fay, a being is 
_ eternal, who. hath his perfonality and perfections 
communicated to him from another. 


Ir is the diftinguifhing characteriftic betwixt 
fupreme Deity and created exiftence, that the one 
is felf-fufficient for his own exiftence and perfec- 
tions, and the other is not, but depends upon the 
will of another for the communication of them. 
/The communication ef them from one to another, 
as I hinted juft now, is a flat contradiction to the 
eternity and immutability of him to whom they 
are communicated: For as foon as the {elf-exiftent 

being 
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being did communicate any kind of perfection from 
himfelf, to another diftin@ from him, ¢7me com- 
menced with that communication, and he to whom 
it was made, is declared mutable, in as much as 
that is communicated to him, which he had not 
originally of himfelf. A derived being, or perfon 
who is not felf-originated, is juft, in other words, 
a dependent creature. Of this kind mutt our Lord 
Fefus Chrift be, if his eflence or perfonality is com- 
municated to him, which is plainly taught in the 
doétrine of the {cheme we are confidering. © 


‘ 3!) an bate , . 
_. To fuppofe the term begotten to fignify that he 
derived his exiftence or perionality (as it 1s com- 
monly called) from the Father, and: in the mean 
time to fay he is properly Gop, is directly con- 
trary to the known principles of philofophy and 


natural. reafon itfelf, which thereis not one article 


of truth that contradidts ; for it fuppofes fomething ~ 
derivative, and which is not felf-exiftent in Deity 5 
than which there can be nothing more repugnant 
to’ the felf-evident notion, which reafon itfelf fug- 
gefts to us of true and proper Deity; for -if 
we exclude felf-exiftence and independency out of 
our conceptions of Deity, (which muft be the | 
cafe with refpect to the Deity of Fe/us Chrif? upon 

this plan) we leave nothing whereby it is diftin- - 
guifhed from created. exiftence: At leaft, we ex- 

clude the chief thing which diftinguifhes the one 

from the other in our notions of them... 


By this part of the fcheme, the proper Deity 
of the Lord Fe/us and the Holy Ghoj/t, is unavoid- 
ably betrayed or given up to the.enemies of that 
doctrine. It, is impoflible to defend it upon fuch a 
principle : And not-only fo, but there is the moft 
glaring abfurdity and contradiction init. For, 

. firft, 
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firft, itis affirmed, that thefe fo very diferent pro- 
perties ‘are natural to the manner in which the divine 
three exift in the eflence ; and yet their famenefs in _ 
the eflence is aflerted ;—that they are the samMr in 
fubftance, perfection, and glory. Which affirma- 
tions are as different as any two propofitions can 
be'that contradict each others) NS 


Tu ERE can be no argument formed.to prove 
that'there ‘are different properties in the divine 
three, whom revelation declares to be one. As 
_ far as we know thefe qualities, properties, and per- 
fections afcribed to. Gon in-feripturé, which appear 
different to us, may “be one and the fame inthe view 
of Gop = And we are furé, that all perfections,—all, 
thatis afcribed'to Deity, is afcribed to each of the di-. 
vine’three. ‘Where then is ‘cither foundation for, or 
propriety in afcribing fuch different ‘qualities or, 
properties unknown in revelation to cach of them, 
andthen“afferting ‘inthe ftrongeft terms, that thefe. 
are as ‘natural and‘neceffary to each, as tobe Gop. . 
This muft’ be fhocking, when we confider’ that 
among’ mién, thefe qualities which are afcribed to, 
them admit of degrees ; but how is it poflible, that 
any thing of the kind can be afcribed in that man- 
ner tothe infinite Jenovan? Who is abfolutely 
beyond all degrees of comparifon. 


T 0’ the unfpeakable condefcenfion of Gon is 
manifeft, in revealing himfelf under relative cha- 
racters ; and exprefling what he defigned we fhould 
know of him by ‘diftiné (and to the carnal con- 
ception very different) attributes —Yet we muit 
not conceive, that thefe are in Gop, as qualities 
are in creatures, in whom power is different from 
wifdom, and fo of all other. In Gop there can- 
Ti not 
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not be this and that perfection, or different , attri- 
tribute, who is a jimple, uncompounded, indivifible, 


“Ir is Gaid, thefe properties are only the modes of 
perfonal-fubfiftence : ’Tis certdin there aré three in 
- Déity ; but théfe three are one in name, nature, 
and glory. What ground is there then to believe 
fuch a very different manner of fabfiftence, as evi- 
dently infers different degrees of perfonal perfec- 
fions ? Is not each of them all that Gop is? From 
whence then have we ground to believe. fuch.a 
difference of the divine nature in one more than 
in another ? By a néceflary confequence fromthe 
déatiine inthe fcbeme, the divine nature primarily 
belongs to oné perfon, and muft be communicated. 
to the other two. This not only introdugeth a 
difference of perfonal glory among the divine three ; 
but in effect fays, there is none of them -(at leaft 
‘the Son and Spuntt) properly Gon: And if adinit: 
ted, it muft be at the expence,.of the equality .or 
famenefs, and co-eternity of the three who, are ones 
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which can never be fupported upon the fuppofi- 


tion of thefe fo very, di ferent qualities, or prop er= 
ties mentioned in the human fcheme, being applied 
to the divine ature of the Fathers Word, and nly 
Ghoft ; who are the /ame. in, fubftances equal in 3 

name, perfections, and glory. = 


AN Das there is no authority in revelation for 
ny fuch internal, natural, ov neceffary diftinGions, 
which, are {0 very diferent, and. yet effential to their 
perfonal fubliftence as are alledged~in the fcheme ;, 
I cannot fee how. any man that, has “no other rule. 


or eres 


of faith than the {criptures, cap obtain evidence. 
fuflicient to command his aflent.to. fuch terms fo 
ce OC ERE PBB 
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~ Tv! is 'abundantlyevident from feripture, 0. 
with Gop there'is neither prior, nor po/ferior ; no 
fuperior, or’ inferior, when we {peak of perfon or 
fubfiftence: But it' will ‘be difficult to determine, 
how this’ can be recoticiled ‘with the terms in the 
fcheme, as firft, fecond, and third, communicating of 
the effence, begetting in the effence, &c. no part of 
which has the leaft countenance in revelation ; but 
invented by men, to account for the diftinGion of 
the divine perfons'; while fuch terms reftriéed to 
Deity, (Gf they have any meaning at all fo ap- 
plied) deftroy the proper Deity of each divine per- 
fon. For fuch terms have not the leaft analogy to 
proper Deity, or what is commonly called felf- 
exiftence, except we were to judge by the rule of 
contraries, and for fir/?, fecond, and third,—read, 
. neither firft, fecond, nor third; for communicated, 
read, zncammunicated, &c. which conceptions are 
more agreeable to any account the Supreme Being 
hath given of himfelf in the facred records, than 
thefe terms fo much infifted on by’ the advocates 
for the divinity of the human {cheme. 


Mvus‘t' it not be the higheft prefumption in 
men to fay pofitively more concerning Gop, than 
he has been pleafed to reveal of himfelf, by at- 
tempting to give definitions of his nature, or the 
manner of his exiftence? <A fubject confefled by 
all, tobe infinite and inconceivable. <‘* Surely it 
muft be darkening wifdom with words without 
’ knowledge ; and talking foolifhly for Gop.” Lan- 
guage itfelf muft fail, in every attempt to exprefs 
the fublimity of it. Would the unmeaning prat- 
tle of an infant, be fuftained as a clear demonfira~ 
tion of the abftrufe: problems among aftronomers ? 
Infinitely lefs is the quinteflence of all languages 
Meo under 
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under heaven capable to;demonftrate ‘this incon- 
‘ceivable divine fubject : And. they certainly. dif-. 
credit the truth of its inconceiveablenefs, who be- 
gin to inveltigate or define it,in terms. of human. 
‘invention : For that moment any one is capable 
to conceive it, se mutt either be endowed with 
infinite capacity ; or 7 muft ceafe to be an infinite 
myttery. ty sailed 


Tue nature of Gop is not.a fubject of defini- 
tion ; nor can &t be apprehended by one adequate 
conception or notion. All definitions limit the 
fubject defined; but Gop is infinite, and cannot 
‘be limited by definitign. Nor can the compound 
finite capacity of creatures apprehend the fimple, 
infinite nature of Gop. Confequently to attempt 
‘a definition of the nature of Gop, muft be a. 

‘daring infult upon his infinite majefty,—an at- 
- tempt to limit him within the: bounds of finite 
comprehenfion,—and fuppofes him only a creature 
like ourfelves. Can any one then imagine it equi- . 
table, for any number of men to compofe an ex- 
plication of this fubjeét, independent on revelation, 
and impofe it on the confciences. of their fellow 
men, by requiring an implicit belief of it asa term 
of communion in the church of Chri? 
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See es fe T1,! 


B SHALL now more particularly obferve fome 
off things relating to that part of the fcheme, 

which concerns the fonfhip of the Lord Fe/us Chri/t. 
And firf?, I obferve, that the term Gop, when 
ufed in fcripture to denote the Supreme Being, ge- 
nerally includes the three {pecial denominations of 
his character, by which he difcovers himfelf to us 
in the work of our falvation ; which are thefe of 
Father, Son, and Holy Ghoft, unlefs when one of — 
thefe denominations is predicated to point out one 
of the facred three. Vea 


_ Tue feriptures intimate, that the divine plura- 
lity are as neceflary, according to what they teach 
us concerning the Being and exiftence of Gop, 
as the divine nature which is but ome: And as the 
word Gop points out to us, all that is in Gop 3 
then it muft follow, that one perfon cannot be a 
caufe in any fenfe whatfoever of the perfonality or 
exiftence of another: And none of thefe perfons 
can be called the Son or Gop, in that fenfe which 
it is neceflary for him to be Gop; feeing he mutt 
be included in the term Gop. This does not hin- 
der him from being Son or Gop in another fenfe, 
viz. the relation he undertook in divine condefcen- 
fion, to fulfil the purpofes. of JeEHovaH concerning 
men, which was not abfolutely neceflary to.the 
Being and exiftence of Gop. | 


Now, where Chrif? is called the Son of God, if 
the term God be taken for the Deity, this will 
deftroy the /cheme, for then he will be the Son of 
the cpt : But according toit, he is : the Son of 
‘at one 
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one perfon in the eflence, by a communication of | 
the eflence.. If this is fo, it muft follow, that 
wherefoever the Son of God is mentioned, the term 


God muft be reftricted to one perfon, viz. the Fa- 


‘ther, exclufive of the other two. Does ‘not this 
plainly fuppofe; that the Father only is Gop? 
That is to fay, he is Gop in fuch a fenfe, as nei- 
ther of the other two perfons are;” which is the 
very. foul of that doétrine commonly called Arianifm 3 
for men of that denomination grant the Word and 
Holy Ghoft to be Gop, not in the fame, but an in- 
ferior fenfe to that in which the Father is Gop; 
hence, agreeable to this fcheme, they reafon thus : 
‘¢ Chrif? is the Son of Gop as to his divine perfon ; 
‘but the term Gop is to be reftriéted to the perfon 
of the Father : Therefore, he only is Gop in the 
highelt fenfe of the word.”. Now, if thefe pre- 
mutes hold, the inference is good ; for if Chri/?, as te 
his divine perfon, is the Son of another perfon in 
Deity, he cannot be Gop in the fame fenfe as @ 
Son, that the other who begat his divine perfon is 
as a@ Father.» oa 


Tus it is evident, that the Arian do&rine by 
neceflary confequence is countenanced in the pre- _ 
tended orthodox /cheme : But, I hope the fhame of 
thus yielding the glorious caufe -of Chri/?’s proper 
divinity, by fuch incoherent notions fo far from 
{cripture, and beyond the fphere of human con- 
ception, as not to be made either good divinity or 
good fenfe, will roufe the lovers of his honour te 
the vindication of it from revelation 7#//f, where it 
is abundantly ‘evident to every unprejudiced in- . 
quirer. eee ! . ra 

2. 17 is maintained in the-fcheme, that it is pe- 
euliarly proper to the Lord Fefus, to have his di- 
es vine 
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vine perfonality frém another. If this is fo, it mutt 
be. either from, the divine effence, or from the Pers 
fon. of, the Father: If the former, then he is the 
Son of the effences and is no more from the Father, 
than the Father. is from him: And if the dinitie 
eflence is the Father of our Lord Fe/us, then he is 
as, much, the Son of himfelf; and the Holy Ghoft, 
as of the Father : Since the eflence: or divine na- 
ture is common to all the three, \But:tho’othis: 
is allowed in one part of the fcheme, it cannot be 
admitted confiftent with this part of it; for here 
the penfonality of the Son is limited to: the coi 
musication of the effence from the Father, which 
not.only contradicts fome other parts of it, “but 
manifelily velts, a {upremacy in the\Fathery and 
appropriates a derived ‘perfonality: to the wey pene 
ping tie bis propes Deity: | 


aro cannot be denied, that every: ‘offi ari aii 
ede of time; be pofterior or after its caufe., Cons 
fequently every effect mutt haveca beginning. — fi 
lation or fonthip is an.efect, and. therefore: nvutti 
have had a beginning. Now, if one in Deity be 
naturally and neceflarily a Son, it will as ‘neceffa- 
rily,follow that his nature is derived; fince that is 
afirmed to be natural to -him which is an efeét; 
and inuft be derived. Every kind: of derivation fup- 
pofeth the beginning of the thing derived: But gene- 
ration, (according to all the ideas we ‘can have of 
generation) is ‘one kind of derivation, and mutt ne= 
ceflarily fuppofe a beginning of that which is ge« 
nerated. Confequently to put eternal to generation 
with reference to time paj/?, is a direct contradic-: 
tion, andis the fameas if we fhould fay, the be- 
ginninglefs beginning of any thing; which is no more 
a contr adidtion 1 in termis than eternal: cules is. 
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Yr the Lord Fefus Chrift had the divine nature’ 
communicated to him,—if he is naturally and ne- 
ceflarily a Son,—and was generated as a’ divine . 
perfon, he mutt ‘be derived, as he is not without an 
external caufe of. exiftence; and fo cannot "be felf-’ 
exiftent: And\if he is not without ‘an exterhal’ 
caufe of exiftence, he muft have had a beginning; 
—is pofterior to fome other being, pe abou ae 
is: mot oo a i ait ante. 

sated ERE are but two: ways any” pete can 
saa either naturally, neceflarily, and indepen- 
dently, which we call felf-exiftence: Or, by fome 
external caufe;:at the pleafure and will of anothers 
Ytis am abfolute truth thatthe Lord Fefus Chrift 
felfexilts, as I proved formerly.’ But a commu- 
nicated perfonality, is the direct oppofite of nécef 
fary exiftence: Hence, there is no tolerable fenfe 
— $s ins the fcheme will bear, but ‘that the 

Felus: Chri” is a derived Being, who exifts' at 
eK p eafure of Gop his Father ; wivele’ is the — 
poi ever oe Arian did plead for. * 


“Be oe argument iientioned) pa. ayy in Ce 
of ChrifPs: oeconomical fonthip, ‘effectually deftroys’ 
notion of fonfhip by an eternal generation." All 

the fundamental articles of “faith neceffary to falva- 
tion; ~are plain, familiar, eafy to be urtderft6od, 
and clearly revealed: in the word’of Gop; but the 
belicf of Chri/? being the Son of Gop; is made 
neceflary to falvation: Therefore, it muft be eafy’ 
to be underftood, and clearly revealed in the word 
of Gop. » Now, to take ‘his fonfhip for an eternal 

generation of the divine perion of the Lord Fes, 
by the perfon ofthe Father, is what no man ever 
profefled to underitand any thing about: But even 
by all the acai thereof, it is acknowledged to 
be 
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be. an ineffable, unconceivable myitery : Which, 
neverthelefs, would not make it falfe, was it tat. 
ter of divine revelation. Had Gop made known 
the truth of it, we were then bound to believe it, 
tho’ we could not define the manner of it. But for 
my own part, I freely confeis, after many years — 
fearch, I never could find, and I fuppofe it’ would 
puzz ale the whole world to find, the leaft hint of 
any eternal generation in all the word of Gop. 
There is not one text, where the Lord Fefus 3s 
called the ETERNAL eee of Ged, or that he was 
begotten from eternity. That he is the ETERNAL 
Gop, is manifeft from abundance of fcriptures; 
but that he is an eferna/ Son, the divine Oracles no 
where infinuate. Eternal generation is merely the 
product of man’s invention; for it cannot be ga- 
thered from revelation BY the remoteft confequence. 


“Ths true | the dodtine of the Trinity,—the \ 
union of the nature of. Gop and ‘man, in the per- 
fon of Emmanuel,—and the‘union of the Saints 
with Chri/?, commonly called by the /y/lematics, the 
hypoftatic, and my/fical unions, are myfteries as to 
the manner of them, yet they are to be believed 3, 
but why? Not for their myfterioufnefs, but becaufe 
it is clearly revealed in the facred pages that they 
are; and tho’ the manner of them: remains a fecret _ 
to mortals ; yet the teftimony of the Lorn of hofts,’ 
is fufticient warrant for our believing the truth of 
them. There is nothing can be called a my/fery 
that is revealed in any text of {cripture. A revealed 
myftery is no better fenfe than eternal generation. 
Had we one text for the eternal fonfhip of Chri/?, 
we durft not hefitate a moment in receiving it as 
an article of faith, tho’ we did not underfiand the 
manner of his being begotten. We are bound to 
believe revealed truths on the veracity of the un- 
erring 


” 
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erring Spirit of Gop, without daring to bring 
them to the bar of our viciated reafon, to judge 
of their truth, by what we can can learn of the 
manner of them. | . 
I eternal generation be a truth, it requires ex- 
prefs revélation to fupport it; nothing fhort of a ~ 
divine difcovery could poffibly make it known : 
Without this, every thing concerning the Trinity . 
ig beyond the reach of the moft intelligent to in- 
Velligate by reafoning and implication. Here crea- 
ted capacities are limited, and at their neplus ultra. 
This is one glory of divine revelation, that it dif- 
covers things otherwife, unfearchable. But where 
is that text which teacheth us eternal fonfhip? Or, 
that the divine perfon of the Lord Je/us was begotten 
by an aét of eternal generation ? Now as this doctrine 
is not taight in the word of Gop, and even con- 
trary to reafon and common fenfe;, muft it not-be 
adulterating the precious truths of Gop,—abuling 
the reafon ‘of mankind,—and doing violence to the 
fights of their cénfciences, who will not be ruled 
in matters of faith by the diGates of men, to prefs 
upon them fuch a notion as a fundamental article 


of the ‘chriftian faith? 


¥ I 


‘4. I would obferve, that there is nothing can be. 
tore evident, if the fcope of the New Teftament 
48 confidered, than that this was the great queftion 
ah’ chbt fenidd: Whether Fels Clini was the pro- 
miled, expected Meffiah, the great Saviour pro- 
phefied, of in the Old Teftament ? This was the cri- 
terion Of the chriftian religion, the teft. of difciple- 
-fthip, yan kar ‘Of communion in the church; the 
believing and confefling this, gave a title to the: 
chriftian chara@ter and communion. The molt 

prejudiced in'favour of any fcheme, cannot well deny 
“this: 
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this : And to recount the evidence par ticularly, 
would be to trantonbe more than half of the New 
Teftament, 


Our Saviour himfelf calls in the teftimony of 
his Father, his own preaching and miracles, the 
Old Teftament Prophets, with the voice of his fore- 
runner, John the Baptift, to confirm this truth. 
The joint teftimony of the difciples, with thofe con- 
yerted during’ Chri? s abode here, efpecially the 
Samaritan woman, with her fellow citizens, are 
manifett to this purpofe. The method which the: 
Apoftles took toinftrué the infant churches, proves 
this point. Asa {pecimen, the reader may con{ult 
Peters fermons, recorded inthe 2d, 3d, and 10th ch. 
of the Adts, ahd Paul’s in the i7th. Thefe, with 
many other places in the Acts and Epittles, put 
the matter paft doubt to the meanett . capac city. ‘To 
which might be added, the manner of baptifing 
profelytes to the chriftian religion, | efpecially from 
among the Jews, od ae was eas in the name 
of. Jesus CuRIsT. 


Now, tho’ both the Apoftles and other. convert ts 
freely and very frequently confelled their faith in 
the Son of God, (which is proved above to be the 
fame with believing i in Jefus Chrift, in New Tetta- 
ment language) yet, it is ftrange, that neither 
Chrif?, his Apoftles, nor any otter. whofe fouls 
were filled with the Spirit and grace of Gop, ever 
gave the leaft hint of eternal generation: Or, that 
the divine perfon of Chri/? was begotten ; and.that — 
he had the divine nature communicated to him fram 
the Father, &c. Is not the doétrines of Chri/?, and 
the Apoftles, fufficient ground for our faith, with- 
out fo many different ideas as the wifdom of men 
have ies oe as) added Abpea | i 

THouca 
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-Tuoven the divinity of Chrif fhines clearly 
in every page of the New Teftament, and muft he 
included in his character as the all-fufficient Savi- 
our, by every one that believeth in him; yet, the 
wifdom of Gop directed the Apoftles net to break 
in upon the prejudiced Fews, and blinded Gentiles, 
“with the blaze of the Deity of Chri/?:' But to lead 
them by degrees from the knowledge of Fe/us of 

Nazareth, the fon of man, to the knowledge of 

Fefus the Meffiah, the Son of God, their Prophet, 

Prief, and King: From the revelation of Chri/?, 

the Saviour, to the revelation of Chrif?, the: true 

God and eternal life: From the difcovery of the 
‘prefence of Gop with him, as fent for the falva- 

tion of men, to the doétrine of himfelf, being the 
“true and eternal-Gop. Thus they taught, and thus 

they believed; without limiting his character as a 
Son to his pure Deity; much lefs to an eternal 
generation, being begotten as he is a divine perfon, 

or having his divine nature communicated to 


ETERNAL generations is an invention of men, 
who pretead to. be ambafladors of Chrif?, that they 
may rank with the Apoftles; and not content with 
this, they will affume the power of dictating arti- 
cles of faith, and introducing their my/teries into 
‘religion, befides the myfteries and counfel of Gop, ' 

which the Apoitle had in commiflion, to open up and 
declare to the churches. Pau/ tells the Corinthians, 
_that the Apoftles were (a) /fewards of themyfteries 
of Gop: And in a very folemn manner declares 
tothe elders of the church of Ephefus, (b) “ That 
he-had kept back nothing that was profitable to 
~ them—But had declared to them atx the counfel 
) of 


v(a) 1 Corviv, 1... (hb) A&ts xx. 26, ae 


(3 268.) 


of Gop.” Now, as the Apoftle never mentions 
eternal generation, nor any thing like it, in his 
epiftles' to thofe or any other of the churches, it 
muft be concluded by every one who is difpofed 
to believe the Apoftle, that eternal generation is none 
of the my/leries of God,—no part of his counfel made 
known to men,—nor any way profitable to them. 
The making it an article of faith, muft therefore 
be a proud attempt to add to the counfel of Gop, 
—an impeachment of the Apoftles, with the crimes 
of fafehood and unfaithfulne/s, in affirming that they 
had declared ail the counfel of Gop, while they 
kept back that momentous point efernal genera- 
tion., Their conduc is more than a bare infinua- 
tion, that the fcriptures are fufficient for the pur- 
_pofes which the Apoftles affirm they are.—(c) * All 
icripture is given by infpiration of Gop, and is 
profitable for dodtrine, for reproof, for correction, 
tor inftruction, in righteoufnefs,—able to make the 
man of Gop ferfect,—wife to falvation—and 
thoroughly furnifbed unto all good works.” 


5. We may further obferve, that in thefe texts 
where Chri/? is called a Son, we cannot. fuppofe 
his Deity abftractedly is, or can be. defigned, ac- 
cording to the juft and moft natural interpretation 
of the texts. We fhall mention only a few for . 
example, and hint the inconfiftency of applying the 
term Son, exprefled or underftood in them, to the 
pure Deity of our Lord Fefus Chrifi. | . 


He fays,—(d) ‘* As the Father gave me com-\ 
mandment, even fo I do.” To fuppofe one in the | 
divine plurality commanding, another obeying, | 
without relation to their oeconomical characters, | 

Paes is 


(c) Tim. ii. 75,376,197. (4) John xiv. 32. 
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is wholly inconfiftent with their equality or famenefS 


and -felf-exiftence ; as the will, power, and glory of _ ’ 


the three ave one in the fame nature. 


-.Tuse will of the facred three in Deity is one 3 
‘but we often find the Son as fuch, aeicateoratl his 
will as diftinét from that ef the Father.—(e) <¢ Fa- 
ther, if thou: be willing, remove this cup from 
me: Neverthelefs, not my will, but thine be done. 
I feek not mine own will, but the will of the Fa- 
ther who hath fent me.” But thelearned calithis 
diftin& will of Chri/? his human will, or the will of 
his buman nature onLy. This is diftinguifhing ra- 
ther too nicely, and if it is juft, then he fuftained 
the charaéter of our redeemer, as he was man ONLY. 
All things he fays of himfelf, or are faid of him, | 
awhich .imply fubordination and fubjection to the — 
Father, are meant of his human nature oNLy. ~ 
‘What then becomes of the value of his obedience 
and death,—of man’s redemption,—or in fhort of. 
the chriftian religion! 


Bu T there isa particular confequence infepara- 
ble from this notion of Chri/?’s human will, which . 
“the profefled orthodox will_perhaps diflike.as much 
as any, tho’ far from having the fame danger at- 
tending it. It cannot be denied, that, Chrift 
rought this diftin@ will he fo often mentions 
from cheaven with him; for he fays,—(f) “ 1 
came down from. heaven, not to do mine own 
will, but the z7// of him that /ent me.’ Now, 
if this be the will of his human nature ony, 
then the pre-ewiffence of his human foul, before he 
-wasmanifefted in theflefh, muft be granted. There 
is no avoiding this confequence, without the affift- 
= ance 


~ @sLuke xxii. ya. John. go. (f)Johniwi. 38. 
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ance of fome bold figure to explain thofe texts, 
which is the common refuge of the learned in cafes 
_ of fuch diftrefs.. For my own part, I feeno danger 
in admitting this laft confequence; tho’ I think 
the plain meaning of the texts, points out Chri 
in his oeconomical character, in which he was tent 
the Son of Gop, and Saviour of the world; 

that refpect he may have a diftinct will from ei 
Father. . 


(@)“ FATHER, glorify me’ “with thine owh wk 
with the glory which I had with thee before the 
world began.” To confine the fonfhip implied 
here to the divine perfon of Chri/?, would make 
one ‘divine perfon pray to another, and that for 
the reftoration of a glory which the fame divine 
perfon once had, and is at that time divefted of, 
all which is impoffible in pure Deity; for,—( b) 
“ He is without wanieblenesss or Pade, at: turn- 
ing.” ; 5 ‘ 


1) Tae Father loveth the Son, and kath 
given all things into his hand.” As. a-Son, he re 
ceives all: things: from the Father, but.as be is God, 
he can receive nothing; ‘he hath an»original right 
to every pisnes fc efore, he is not a Son, as he 
is Gop. | 


WuHe nN the Centurion, and‘thofe who attended 
_Chrif? on the crofs, beheld the awful fcene,—(é) 
«¢ They faid, truly this was the Son of God.” Did 
they here mean they faw the eternal invifible Gop 
hanging dead upon the crofs? Neither their words, 
nor the circumftances of the affair will admit of 
fucha fenfe. By a deduction of what they faw 

of 


(g) John xvii. 5. (4) Ja. i-n7, (7) John iii.igs. (4) Matt. xxvii. 54. 
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of the man upon the crofs, and the interpofition of 
divine providence in fo ftriking a manner on his | 
behalf, they apprehended a relation betwixt him 
and Gop; that he was a favourite of heaven: And 
if we confider how -the other Evangelifts record 
this matter, it will be evident, that the meaning 
muft be as above; and by no means, that they 
thought the Son they {poke of was Gop. Maré 
fays,—(/) “When the Centurion faw that he cried 
out, and gave up the Ghoff, he faid, truly this man _ 
was the Son of God.’ And Luke fays,—(r) “ Now 
‘when the Centurion faw what was done, -be glorified 
wie, faying, certainly this was a He ae man.’ 


ir is very plain the Evangelifts had no Deck | 
“notion of the Centurion’s words, as: many divines 
fince have had, who would perfuade the world, 
that they are a notable proof that Chrift is. God, 
-as he is a Son: Whereas the direét contrary is not 
obfcurely intimated, if we will admit the Evangelift 
Luke to interpret what is meant by the Son of God 
in the other two Evangelifts. “It is admirable, what 
pitiful fhifts. the advocates for that opinion have 
fled to. » One of them on this fubjeét, finds he can- 
not reconcile the Evangelifts to ‘his caufe, and ra- 
therthan yield tothem, he boldly contradias them, 
by alledging << that what fome of them have faid, 
is not the language of the Centurion, but of thofe 
who were with him,”’ though all the three mention 
the Centurion particularly: And tho’ it were even 
granted againit the Evangelifts, it ages not in the 
Teaft help that tottering caufe. 
T sHALL only mention one text more, as I think 
the matter is abundantly clear.—(m) “ When al] 
things ; 


- (2) Mark xv. 39. (az) Luke xiiiiegz7. (x) x Cor. xvea8. 


p> 
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things fhall be fubdued unto him (Chr:/?) ; then 
fhall the Son alfo himfelf be fubject unto him that 
» put all things under him, that Gop may be all in 
all.’ To take fonfhip here for the divine nature 
ot our Lord Fefus, muft infer, that he has no ori- 
ginal right to the things which are put under him ; 
for this is faid to be done by another: But as heis 
Gop, he has the fame underived claim to all things 
with the Father; if it. be owned that he is of the 
fame nature, power, and glory. ’Tis here faid, 
“ Then fhall the Son bim/elf be fubject,” (accord- 
ing to our tranflation of the text)—Which plainly\ 
fthews, that asa Son he is fubject; but as to his: 
» Deity, he is (0) ‘* Gop’ over all, blefled for ever.’ : 
Subjection is proper to his character as a Son 3: 
but fovereign and abfolute dominion is natural to; 
him as he is Gop: Therefore, as he is Gop, he, 
cannot be a Son. | : emi I 


Many more texts might be brought in here, 
to fhew the weaknefs of confining the fonfhip of 
Chrifi to his pure Deity, or an act of eternal ge- 
neration, whereby his divine perfon was begotten 
by the Father; the abfurdity of which is evident 
from every text in the facred records, that men~ 
tion any thing concerning him as'a Son. The 
reader may join thefe few with others mentioned, 
at p. 159, as equally clear in favour of oeconomical 
fonthip, which will be ftill more confpicuous from 
the confideration of thefe texts, commonly ad- 
“vanced to prove that kind of fonthip I am here dit- 
claiming: But before I proceed to thefe, I fhall ob- 
ferve further here, 


6. THAT it isa fufficient reafon to reject any 
human {cheme introduced into religion, which hath 
, L.] not~. 
(c) Rom. ix. 5. . 


ss ‘ 
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not the ftamp of divine authority, when it isufed =~ 
with more advantage by adverfaries againft the 
truth ; than it can be by friends in defence thereof. _ 
What countenance thofe of the Arian perfuafion 
have in this fcheme, is evident from the advantage _ 
they have taken from it to difhonour the Lord of _ 
life. To this is owing their fuccefs, fince fome of | 
their modern advocates have refined the Arian hy- 
pothefis, by grafting on a ftock fo nearof kinto | 
this fcheme, that they take occafion from it to im-— 
fult the faith of chriftians, and reproach the doc- 
trine of the Deity of our Lord Fefus, asifithad 
no better arguments fo fipport #t— 


Ves 


-T ax affinity betwixt this fcheme and the Arian 
hypothefis, fhews it to beavery unneceflary oppo-. 
fition which the Arians have maintained for many | 
years againit it, which is only founded on the dif- 
ferent ideas the contending parties afix to the fame 
words. For there is very little in, what is called the 
_ orthodox éxplanation of the Trinity, to hinder the 

firitelt Arian in the world to fubfcribe it. The | 
words ufed in it, cannot by the unprejudiced be 
underftood in any other fenfe than what the Arians 
contend for: And perhaps the moft intelligent 
among them, would find fome difficulty to ex- 
preis their own fentiments in ftronger terms than — 
the pretended orthodox have done for them, which 
incoherent, unicriptural notions, have contributed 
more tothe growth of Aréanifm, than all other 
means befides. 


-Ta erg aré indeed fome phrafes thruft into 
the fcheme, merely in oppofition to the Arians, 
without any regard to {cripture, or their conneétion 
and agreement with the other parts of it; which 
only make the whole appear the more inconfiitent, 
oe. - and 
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and tend to confirm the enemies to the Deity of the 
Lord Fefus and the Holy Gho/?, in their oppofition 
to a truth maintained in a manner fo void of {crip- 
ture ideas, and fo contradictory in itfelf, as to ren- 
der the whole fcheme unintelligible to any impar- - 
tial inquirer. . | 


Ty fuch a mind it begets a mighty prejudice 
-againft the belief of the Deity of C4riz/?, when he 
finds it maintained that he is a Son, as he is Gop :-— 
That his divine perfonality is begotten :—That his 
Deity depends upon his Sonfhip :—That his divine 
nature is commumcated to him. Which is all of a 
_ kind; not a word of truth in the whole; and © 
-.amounts to no more than that his Deity depends 
upon his derived, dependent charaéter. For the 
notion of a Som in all languages among mankind, 
imports derivation and dependence; and the {cheme 
 infinuates in the ftrongeft terms, that Cdhri/?’s divi- 
nity is of this kind, fince he reccives it by com- 
munication. Whereas the notion of praper Deity 
imports independence, inorigination, and felf-exif- 
tence, which to the impartial inquirer, carries a 
contradiction in the very terms: And there is the 
greateft probability, if {uch a perfon had no other 
means of learning the Deity of Cdri/?, than by this 
human fcheme of doctrine, he would cither prove 
an Arian, or conclude it beyond his conceptions, 
from the contradictions fo manifeft in every part 
of it: And that it may appear, I do not fay this 
out of any ul-grounded prejudice againft this 
fcheme, \fhall conclude the reflections in this fection, 
with a fhort account of afew of the /e/f-evident 
contradictions therein. 


Tue firft leading contradiction, which I take 
to be the foundation of all others, is, That tho’ ’tis 
Rec acknow- 


Cineee yi. 
acknowledged, that revelation only teacheth us the 
‘true knowledge of Gop: That nothing is matter 
of divine faith, but what hath a divine teftimony : 
That we are to believe nothing concerning the 
Trinity, but what is clearly revealed in {cripture : 
That Gop alone is author of all the knowledge 
we can have of himfelf; and that this is contained 
in his word of revelation. Thefe propofitions are 
ftrictly, true, and. confefled to be fo by the pro- 
fefled orthodox, who, yet, are fond of a fcheme'in 
which there are many things {aid of Gop. not re- 
vealed’by him, but devifed, and impofed by men ; 
who take it upon them to correct the divine elo- 
quence, as if he who holds the fabric of nature 


in his hand, did not know how to accommodate 


his doétrines to the capacities of his creatures : 
And will teach him to fpeak who gave a mouth 
to man. A ; 


Bu tT what notable difcovery do they make, who 
are thus wife above what is written, in their addi- 
tions to the divine Oracles? Why, they are fo 
‘honeft as to tell us, that the words they ufe, are 
not to be taken in any fenfe that mankind is capa- 
ble of underftanding them in. Now, what pre- | 
fumption is this, for mortals to clothe divine truth 
with modes of expreflion which they themfelves. 
are ignorant of, and know not how they are appli- 
cable to the fubject which they pretend to explain 
by them! This is juft to form a {cheme, and then 
tell the world it muft be believed: But the words — 
it is compofed of, are void of fenfe and meaning 
when fo applied! How difmal had the cafe of man- 
kind been, had Gop dealt thus in inditin g his fa- 
cred revelation? his 





But 
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Burt further, they tell us that the nature of | 
God is an ineffable myjtery, beyond the comprehen- — 
- fion of all creatures: Yet in this fcheme, there is a 
demonjtration of it, a definition of the internal modes 
Rit SD hee of all the perfons in Deity. 
Here we are alfo taught, that the divine per- 
is of the FarHer is First, the Son SECOND, 


and the Hoty Guost. THIRD :—Yet none of the 


perfons are either AFORE Or AFTER another. 





That the Father communicates the whole of his. 


effence to the Son, and Holy Ghoft -—Yet, it is. 
impoflible that the divine effence can be ‘communi- 


cated at all, either in whole, or in part: For Gop | 
1s a fi mple, infinite, indivifible Being ——He_ 


communicates his whole EssENcE :—Yet, his effence | 
48 HIMSELF 3 his very indivifible felf: So that to, 


communicate his Essencx, muft be ‘to scommu- 
 nicate or give HIMSELF. 





sAME.—By the communication of the effence to 
another, HE BECOMES A Son :—Yet from all eter- 
nity the same. The one. perfon communicates; the 
other receives by commmunication the divine eflence : 
Yet all the perfons are the fame in the. eflence; 
and impoflible that there can be any Chup in 
either perfons or eferte. 


Tuoss among the fupporters of the fcheme 
who {peak plainly, fay, that Chrif? in becoming a 
Son, became God: But others reckon themtelves 
more modeft in faying, that his divine perfon was 
begotten. But in fact, the laft fentiment is the fame 
with the other, which is plain from the following 
fhort argument. As Chri/? is a divine perfon, he 

, is 


He communicates his Uieacel whereby. 
he Becomes A FaTuer:—Yet was always the 


4s Gop; but as a ise reef he. is be core ea 
Therefore, he is begotten, ashe is Gop. Thisis’ — 
the language of the {cheme, which compared with 


_ other fentiments in the fame well contrived Sytem, 
is pregnant with contradiétions. 


wi Cinks s 7, by being | begotten’ z dhs he : 
becomes God :—Yet he is Gop over all, eternally — K 
the Jame with the father.——-————The Beit rae Se 
diftinct perfon thus generated, is Gop or Gop :—~ 
(that muft be, one would think, another God diftin@ 
sae the God he i is of) Yet, there i is but Onn Gop. y 


oe THE Bets, perfon of Chrift was besotten: : 
Yet, not his Deity begotten ————Fefus Chrift 
is the ‘Son of God, according ‘to his Bene natures 
Yet, the divine nature of the Son, is no more be- 
gotten, than the divine nature of the Father ——— 
One of the perfons is begotten, in the divine ma- 
ture of another perfon, and not begotten in his own» 
nature :-—Yet, the divine: nature is igs one, and. 
common to all the er 


| arte fre vs Cnty See § ee Son of Cod by 
eternal generation of the suBsTANCE of the Fa- 
THER Yet, he is not the Sow of the ESSENCE} 
nor is the FATHER’s sussTANCE the matter out. 
ef which he is begotten. The perfons are 
begotten in the eflence:—Y¥et, but ove perfon is 
faid to be ei Syne te : roe 





-—- THe Son isa seconp perfon in Deity, 
the Holy Ghoft a rairp :—The Son was begotten 
in the Fatuer’s eflence,—received his perfonal 
fubfiftence by generation and communication ; 3 and 
the Holy Gholt, by proce/fion and communication 
from the Father and the Son :—Yet all the perfons 

in 
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in Dey are, and will be, what they always were, 
eternally, unchangeably the famew — 


i THE Father i is of none; he hath the eflence 
of him/elf ; ; the Son is fromthe Father’s effence; and 
the Holy Ghoft from both :—Yet, no efential diffe- 

rence among the perfons ; they are the /ame in fub- 


france or effence; no ere, or inferior 5 3 nO prior 
or Leia: 


PR so a E divine otis mat of the Son and 
Holy Ghoft, are derived by communication ; the one 
by generation, the other by proceffion :—Yet all the 
perfons in Deity are felf-exiftent. (AI that is in 
Deity mutt neceflarily and eternally exift.) 


THE Bonn is all that the Father is:—Yet, he is 
not of himfelf, which the Father is—Not unbe-’ 
gotten, which the Father is—The Son can do all 
that the Father does :—Yet cannot ‘beget a Son in 
his own. nature, which the Father does. There » 
_is no end of. abfurdities here; TONES» I thal] only 
mention one more. 





Jesus Curis? was a Son hid Bake or 
before he was a mediator Yet Fe/us Chrift was 
anointed as mediator from all SeUALY ‘ 


Many Aiea contradictions might be collegted 
_ from this human fyftem; and ftill more from the 
works, of fuch.as have appeared in defence of it. 
Thefe few are fufficient to fhew how contrary it is 
to itfelf, and alfo to the revelation Gop hath given 
us. Self-contradi¢tion is a fure evidence of a falfe 
hypothefis, w rhether philofophical or divine. Such 
are the er ets made upon 7s doctrine Ay 

tne 


—_ 
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Trinity, by the profound ftretches of their wit, a 


who have been prying into this facred dotrine be- 


yond what is revealed by Gop, who knows beft 
what meafure of knowledge therein was neceflary 
for our imperfect ftate. ee et Sata 


-Sucw philofophical démonftrations of this doc- 
trine are the effects of proud, corrupt nature : 
And a confounding of reafon by a mifapplication 


of it. Yet, thefe human inventions are fathered — 4 
upon divine revelation; which is charging the _ 


Gop of confummate wifdom with folly,—and a 
moft notorious reproach upon the chriftian reli- 


gion in general. 


SECT. 
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oN saa dy ja nm a iit,“ : 


PPL Ya ee PY oy Ar Eh, this 1 Sos L ee Ee] ff 40 $45 
Arguments, in favour of the natural and neceffary Son- 

‘ Joip’ of Chrift, ors what 1s commonly called eternal 
~ generation, confidered. Boe se eee ee 


f\ ETER, all, itis but fair to give an impartial 
IY hearing to what the advocates for this {cheme, 
which they pretend is of fuch confequence, have 
advanced 1n, defence of it: And as they fometimes 
endeavour to prove it by general propofitions, and 
-fometimes from fcripture texts, I fhall confider 

thefe .feparately, left. I fhould do their caufe in- 
juttice, by allowing any evidence they produce for 


it to efcape unnoticed. 





First, it is alledged, “That if the jon of 


man. denotes the human: nature of Chri/?, or that 
he is really man ; fo the name Son of Ged mutt fig- 
nify his divine nature, or that he is truly and pro- 
“perly. Gop 2 5 -) | 


Anf. Tue Cafe differs very widely; . for the 
name Son of man is never applied to any perfon 
who is not true and real man; but the name Sox 
of God is often applied to both Angels and men, yet. 
they are not truly and properly Gop. So that the 
argument proves nothing to the purpofe for which 
it is brought ; and only infers, that as his being 
called the fon of man, fhews him to be the chief of 
the fons of men; {fo his being called Son of God, 
points him out to. be the moft eminent of all who 
are {fo called, both in character and office. Belides, 
J know not one text where he is called fon of man, 
to fhew that he is real man, or where the fente 1s 
to be reftriGted to’ his’ human® nature without in- 
Mm. cluding 
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cluding his office; * nor do I know one where he 
is called Son of God, to denote his pure Deity : And © 
as he is called fon of man, without including the 
idea of his human nature. being BEGOTTEN BY 
MAN, why may he not be called Son of God, with- 
‘out the confideration of his divine perfon bemg 
BEGOTTEN BY Gop? Pes ehe Ye ges Ey 


- ANoTHER argument is, “ That the word Sen 
among men, properly fignifies one of the fame na- 
‘ture with the Father; therefore Son of Ged, when 
applied to Chri/?, mutt fignify one of the fame, na- 
‘Kiite-with *Giop: the Father, 77 


* Anf’- Tue word Son among-men has ‘feveral 
ideas} as; derivation fromtheFather, fubordination, 
or inferior relation to the father ;—Likenefs to, or 
imitation of the father ;—A Being of the fame fpe- 
cies or kind with the father ;—An individual being 
diftinét from the father. There are none of thefe 
ideas ‘can with propriety be applied to the divine 
perion of Chri/? in relation of nature with the Father: 
But feveral of them may be applied to ‘him in his 
fubordinate character, as Me/fiah, his being ap- 
pointed and fent by the Father, his being vice- 
gerant in the kingdom, &c.  Befides, Angels and 
men are called Sons of God, (p) yea, men are faid 
to be begotten of Gop, (g) yet neither of thefe 
are of the fame nature with Gop their Father in 
that fenfe. they-wonld have Chri/?, becaufe he is 
called the Son of Ged; nor is it poffible it can be fo. 


«92. Whtre Son among mien denotes fame- 
nels of nature, it fignifies the fame /pecific na- 
each ?) Job xxxviti.7. Hof i. ro. (¢) Phil. iiys.. x John iii. 1,2, 
and wiry FO) ROT OR DEL SER STS - 
Pe pi.r4t. for the fenfe.of the term /on of man as applied to - 
rif eat vos «8 Seok 
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fure, of one of the fame kind and. fpecies ; 
but never means the fame individual nature. It 
conftantly denotes a di/tinct, individual being. So 
if the parallel in the argument mut. be fupported, 
*tis time for chriftians to look to the neceflary con- 
fequence thereof, 7. e. that. Chri/? in his divine per- 
fon is a diftind, individual being, of the fame kind 
with the Father, which neceflarily makes them 
Two Gobps. 


_ 3. TuHeRe is alfo another confequence that | 
attends this argument if it hold, which I hope the 
friends of Chrif?’s proper Deity will be very un- 
willing to grant, viz. As the term Soy, in all lan- 
guages among mankind, carries in it the idea of 
‘derivation and dependence; to infift on a parallel 
here, gives the caufe wholly to the Arians; who 
fay, that as he is Gop, he isa derived, dependent. 
Being. oe 


TH £ philofophical gentlemen, who prefume to| 
account for the manner of the exiftence of Gop, 
having got eternal generation and proceflion into. 
their f{cheme, are fo confident of their orthodoxy. 
on that head, that one of them tells us, ‘ There. 
“is one confideration, which, when thoroughly 
«< purfued, will obviate all objections againft it, 
‘‘ that is, that as time is a mode of all creature. 
“‘ exiftence, fo eternity is a mode of uncreated 
“iexubente,” ( 


Anf. Tue moreI purfue this propofition, the 
more I find it an imaginary phantom. Some modes 
are very precarious and uncertain, fome are inva 
riable : but it will perhaps fuit the philofopher 
better to diftinguifh them into accidental, and efien- 
tial,—or into accidents and qualities. Now, if eter- 

nity 


Gee 


nity is a mode in the fame fenfe to the ‘Anish, 
that ‘time “is’ to. creatures, then it is merely acci- 
dental to him ; for creatures, as Angels and men, 
fhall exit when there is no time, when days, years, 
‘and all manner of duration by meafure fhall come 
to an end: And as time will ceafe to be a mode of 
creature exiftence, being. thus accidental, if eter- 
nity be the fame to uncreated exiftence, (which, 
-muft be'the fenfe of the propotition, if it has any) 
then the Almighty will (at leaft may) ceafe to exi 
when creatures enter upon an -endlefs ftage of 


exiftence; and time is no more a mode of exiftence ‘ 
to them. 


fx uT ifs we confider time and eternity as effen- 
. bial modes of human and ‘divine exiftence, the na- 
‘tural confequence is, | ‘that man will never get out 
(Of time ; and eternity to them will never com-. 
mence. Thus, if we confider thefe modes as acci-- 
ental, the propofition lands us in Athei/m; and if 

fential, we ee ae up immortality. .: 

7 
A GA 1 Ny ifa mode be confidered rina the no- 
tion of an accident, then it cannot with any pro-, 
priety be applied to the Deity ; ; for there is nothin; 


accidental i in Gop, orto him: . And if it is cons 


fidered as a quality, then it fuppofes fome Subfiratumy, 
arid ‘fo we are juft as far from. the nature in which. 
tf" adheres as we were. 


3 N the fenfe this philofopher feems to inderftand 
modes, time is a mode of prefent exiften¢e to both > 
Gop and man}; for both exift in time;. and eters, 
nity muft be a mode of human exiftence, in as, 
auch as it thall exift in eternity, when. time is no, 
more. So that the propofition prores way ti: td, 
the purpofe for which i it was brought ;, And t take 
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it even in its. utmoft latitude, the terms have ne 

regard to the nature of either Gop or man abftra@- 
edly confidered. Im time and eternity beings exif, 
and if eternity be a mode of the divine nature, as 
time is of the human, then it is no more than con- 
tinal exiftence. Eternity is not a property of 
nature, more than time is of the human nature. 


Bur. the difpute is not at all concerning the 
meafure of duration ; but the internal operations of 
the divine nature, which are two very different 
things, Tho’ we fhould grant that cternity is a 
mode of divine exiftence, will it follow, that ge- 
neration and pyroceflion are other two modes of it? 

Is there any connection neceflary betwixt thefe 
ideas? Tho’ the fcriptures affirm that Gop is eter- 
nal, they do. not fay he begat a Son from eternity. 
When eternity is called a mode of divine exiftence, 

it {till fuppofes a nature that exifts, and the quef-, 
tion is.not about modes, but operations of the di-'\ 
vine nature. It might be afked, whether there are , 
three. modes, or three natures that exifted from \ 
eternity ? And whether every one of thefe modes 
equally partake of the divine nature: Or, whether 
every nature hath not diftinct modes of fubfif- 
tence? However, if thefe modes exifted from eter- 
nity; by paternity, generation, and procefion, wemay 
conclude according to any ideas our language { 
aflords, or words to exprefs the fubject, that the | 
Son and Holy Ghof? ave eternally dependent upon, ; 
and inferior to the Father. Pe 


Wuewn our philofophical thoughts enter into \ 
eternity, either before or after time,’ they, like a | 
drop, of water in the ocean, are loft. Our ideas of | 
eternity are relative, and refpeét fome meafure of | 
duration. When.we apply them to name 

) ore 
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| fore time, we cannot ‘tell what it is. Our views 
ean reach no further than fome beginning of ope-- 
‘ration. We may go fo far back as.the creation of | 
_ dependent beings, when Gop is faid to’ have be- 
- gun his works, but then we are within the limits 
“of time or meafurable duration. A ftep further we 
i cannot go, without lofing ourfelves in conjecture. 
- The modes of divine exiftence we can know no 
' farther than they are difplayed in that plan, where 
- the defigns of his government are expofed to our 
' view, even the holy fcriptures, which are the un- 
\ erring guide concerning the knowledge of Gop. 
: Exe 2 rks 
/ But I muft follow this gentleman one ftep. 
further. He fays, “ That in the exiftence of Gop, 
«‘ as well as in his eflence, there is a non-fucceffivity, 
“¢ whether fucceflion be applied to time or {pace ; 
“and in refpect of this non-fucceflivity, eternal 
*< generation can never imply or infer ground for 
* any of the objections made againft it.” 3 


Anf. \ cannot flay to examine this propofi- 
tion critically, any further than it refpects the pre- 
fent purpofe: .And tho’ it 1s produced for an ar-: 
gument in favour of eternal generation, J think it’ 
makes directly againft it. For where there is no- 
fucceffion, there can be no generation, fo far as we © 
have any ideas thereof ; and where there is gene-’ 
ration, it indifputably implies fucceffion. By all 

the fupporters of eternal generation, it is main-: 
tained that it 1s by communication of effence; now 
does not communication imply fucceffion ? Surely. 
—As there is no /ucce/fion in the divine effence or . 
nature, there can be no communication of the divine”. 
nature. Wherever there is a communication of 
the fame nature, there muft be a fucceffion. There 
| may 
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may be a creation, without a fucceflion in the crea- 
tor; for the creature does not partake of the na- 
ture of the creator: But in begetting, the Son par- 
takes of the fame nature; yea, in the prefent cafe, 
it is maintained that the whole nature is commu- 
nicated to the Son,. by or fromthe Father ; and if 
fo, fucceflion muft be a neceflary confequence 
thereof. How can that perfon be felf-exiftent or 
non-fucceflive, who derives his very perfon from 
another? ’Tis no prefumption to afk this of a 
philofopher, who dares inveftigate the unfearch- 
able things of Gop. 


 PuixtosopHxy could not afford a better ar- 
gument againft eternal generation. Language does 
not afford us any idea of generation toa being, where 
there is not fuccefflion: And unlefs the {criptures 
inform us exprefsly of its being attributed to Gop, 
no arguments befide can prove it. There is no 
‘warrant from fcripture to apply generation to 
Deity, but inferences taken from the words begot- 
ten, Father, and Son, which terms in fcripture lan- 
guage do not imply generation; but do rather 


exprefs acts of power, goodnefs, &c. and are ap- | 


plied to feveral perfons befide Chrif?, ‘Is he not 
thy Father that bought thee? Have we not all one 


Father? I have begotten thee by the gofpel. Onefi- — 


mus, whom I have begotten in my bonds. Who 


hath begotten us again to a lively hope, by: the re-_ 


furrection of Chri/? from the dead, &c.” But the 


phrafe.eternal generation or etermally begotten, is _ 


no where in revelation, nor any terms that in the 
leaft imply it. : 


W nen the fupporters'of this fcheme are prefled 
with certain difficulties that attend it, they fre- 
yi quently 


\ 
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quently’ tellus,’ that “« Effence’ doth rot bevet 


effence, but the perfotis in the efferice.”” Tho” 1 


have often both read-and heard ‘this, yét I could 
never tearn the nieaning of it, or in what refpect it 
favoured their caufe. “ Effence doth not beget 
effence,’’ that is; Ifuppofe; one-Déity doth not be- 
get another Deity, which is ati’ abfolute ttuth} 


here we are agreed: But the’ perfons‘in' the: 


effence.” ‘This paffeth my underitanding. If they 
mean by it, that the eflence begets the divine per- 
fons, then all the divine perfons muft be begotten 
but this will wholly deftroy the fcheme, for accord- 
ing to it, only one perfon is begotten: Nay,, the 
Fathetis expréisly faid to'bé of nome, neither be- 


gotten nor proceeding. To miake this tally, we — 


muft fuppofe only two perfons begotten in the 
effence : Still this will’ infer, that the Holy Ghoft 


has: a ‘two-fold: manner of fubfiftence—That the 
divine effence exifted ‘prior to thé divine perfons :~ 


That there is ‘a difference betwixt the perforis and 
_ the effence in’ Deity + With many~other fhocking 


eonfequences too grating to chriftian ears to men-. 


tion! 


- Bur. as confidering it in this light is fo very 


inconfiftent, let us view it in a glais of their po- — 


lithing, who are the fupporters of the fcheme- 
- © But the perfons in the effence:” That is, fay 
they, “‘ The divine eflence felf-exifts in the perfon 
of the Father, and the divine perfon of Chrif? is 
begotten by the Father.’ Not to mention how 
‘ill: the explication agrees with the propofition. in 
terms; the one fays the perfons are begotten, 
the other that only one perion is begotten, which 
makes it neceflary to provide another noftrum to 


account for the: fubfiftence of the Holy Ghoft’; but 


eternal proceflion is at hand for this purpofe. Then, 
er 1.1 MUST 
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1. I must obferve, ’tis marvellous! that fuch 2 
demonftrative account .can be given of the manner 
the Son and Holy Ghoft fubfift in Deity; but 
none of the Father’s fubfiftence, further than that 
he hath it of hhimfelf, which is denied of the other 
two divine perfons ;. this certainly carrics the direét 
idézx of inorigination in the Father, and a derived 
perfonal ‘fubfiftence in the other two perfons in 
Deity. a ee a | 


2. I opservE, that it is impofflible upon this 
foundation, that the perfonal glory of the Lord 
Fefus can be equal.with the Father’s. For if the 
divine eflence felf-exifts in the perfon of the Father, 
neceffarily his perfonal glory muft be ¢fential, and 
felf-exiftent : But if. the divine perfon of the Lord 
Fefus is begotten of the Father, his perfonal glory 
can neither be efential, nor felf-exiftent, but com- 
mumicated, derived glory from another ; which may 
be called relative; but not felf-exiftent glory. 
When there is fuch an effential difference in the 
manner the divine perfons fubfift in Deity, it is 
impofiible the /ame identical glory can belong to alk 
the perfons. The Father muft have a fupreme 
glory in Deity, which neither the Word nor Holy 
Ghoft have; how then can they be equal or the 
fame in perfection and glory’ This leads me fur- 
ther to obferve, . 


3. TuatT here the maintainers of the fcheme, 
and the Arians are almoft at one. The Arians fay, 
the divine perfon of the Lord Fefus was created 

the others fay, he is begotten: Now, let the honeit 
inquirer fearch the fcriptures’ and try, if he can 
find fuch a difference betwixt a created anda be- 
gotten being, as we are bound to believe there is 
betwixt the higheft created or begotten glory, 

| Na and 


oe 
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and the {elf-exiftent, ‘ unoriginated wigs of the 
Lord Fefus. There is a near analogy betwixt what 
is faid of the a@ts of Gop in creating and_beget- 
‘ting; but none between any ‘thing created or be- 
votten, and felf-exiftence. In this cafe, the Arians 
are the more confiftent of the two, in denying the, 
felf-exiftence of the Lord Fe cfs, while they, hold 
that he was created: But the others, while they 
hold ‘that he was begotten, and had his perfonality 
communicated to him, at the fame time fay,’ that 
heis felf-exiftent ; which is a manifelt LORE IOD 
in fades 


“{ must acknowledge here, that I have met with 
a modern author, an advocate for the fcheme, 
more confiftent than the teft. He wrote againft 
the Arian hypothefis, and finding it impoflible to 
reconcile the terms in the fcheme with /e/-exif 
tence, which the Arians object, he very complai- 
fantly (or rather blafphemoufly) yields the felf- 
exiftence of both. Worp and Hory Guost, and 
‘writes a chapter, intituled, “The divine perfon q 
the Father ONLY SELF-EXISTENT. ”—Aftonifhing | 
_'That men to fupport their darling ‘notions of the 
Lord Fefus being a Son, as he-is God, or that. his 
divine perfon was begotten, which they can never 
prove from revelation, fhould thus give up his di- 
vine and felf-exiftent glories into the hands of ad- 
verfaries to his proper divinity! Tell it not in 
‘ chriftian churches, left Arians, Socinians, yea, Ashes, 
Tejoice | ; 


THERE. are fome Bane things {aid in favour 
_ of eternal generation, but they are fo trifling, and 

fo little to the purpofe, that I fhall not, detain the 
reader with them, but come to the confideration 
of the only a argument that can be. produced in fa- 


vour 
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vour of that dodtrine, viz. *¢ The Antiquity of 


it, andthe MULTITUDE of its efpoufers,” which 
I fhall confider together. 


Anf. er thould be well obferved, that revela- 
tion is the true antiquity: And what Gop hath 
revealed and prefcribed therein, has more authority 
for binding the confcience, thanthe dictates and tra- 
‘ditions of multitudes inevery age. ‘here is a wide’ 
difference betwixt the primary antiquity and autho- 
rity of the {criptures, and that which is traditional, 
flowing only from the cuftom and obfervation of 
men. ‘There is often too great regard paid to tra- 
ditional antiquity, human -authority, and the prac- 
tice of multitudes, to the difhonour of the /acred 

“aoord. — 


ANTIQUITY, fimply confidered, can never 
add ftrength to a caufe, nor honour to any pro- 
feflion. Sin deferves not applaufe, becaufe com- 
mitted in paradife, and bears date with the ancient 
records of Mofes. Nor fhould the Romifh beat be 
held in repute, becaufe the myiftery of iniquity be- 
gan to work in the Apoitolic age. Human autho- 
rity, if it has any weight, it is owing to the word 
of Gop ; confequently the divine teftimony, which 
‘is more ancient than any other, is fufficient withs 
out it.. The celebrated Hervey hath a very notable 
remark to the prefent purpofe. ‘“ Human antho- 
“rity,” fays he, “ compared with the oracle of 
“‘ revelation, is like a range of cyphers connected 
‘with the initial figure, which, were they_de- 
- tached, would be infignificant ; but in fuch fub- 
© ordination are confiderable.” A multitude ‘of 
votaries cannot dignify a caufe, nor prove any 
doétrine to be true. If it could, Céri/?’s little nae 
mutt 
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muit have been wrong in all ages, for they were 
always the feweft. 

ANTIQUITY, a great number of efpoufers, 
and the fentiments of great,’ learned, and good 
men, have, like pilgrims’ ftaves leaning againit the 
walls of the noble ftructure of divine revelation, 
been too often; by unthinking multitudes, miftaken 
for the pillars that fupported the magnificent fa- 
bric. It fhews a caufe to be weak indeed, when 
no better arguments can be _brought to fupport 
it. Every.argument of this kind will ferve the 
Popifh caute againit reformation, as well as eternal ge- 
neration : But the reformers defpifed the weapons of 
antiquity, learning, and multitudes of votaries, 
and betook themfelves to the “* Sword of the Spirit, 
which is the word of God.” ad they obferved 
the fame rule in forming their own /y/tems, as in. 
oppoling Popery, Proteitants at this. time would 
have known lefs about eternal generation, than 


they know of tranfubftantiation : Such as were dif- 


pofed to fupport the one, would have found it as 


- difficult as Papif?s did to maintain the other. The ~ 


fum of all that can be faid for either is, that it is 
old, and has been countenanced by all thofe who 
are beft pleafed with that in religion, which cofts 
them leaft trouble to examine. I think a ftriking 
parallel may be drawn betwixt thefe fifter myfte- 


| ‘Ties, tranfubjiantiation and eternal generation: But I 


Mmuit return to, my argument of gntiquity in favour 


of the latter, 


_ T conress it is a very ancient method of pléad- 


“ing, but.always im favour of error and delufion. 


The Tews refolved to (r) © bake cakes, and burn 


(r) Jer. vii, 18, and xliv. 27. 
* 
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incenfe to the queen of heaven, as their princes and 
- fathers had done, &c.” (5) The Samaritans could 
plead the cuitom of their fathers,. worfhipping in 
that mountain, for the ground of. their own prac- 
tice :—And how evident is. it, that the ews moft 
fatally preferred the (t) tr aditions of thar Rabbies, 
to the doctrine of the biefied Jesus. ‘They thought 
it a fuflicient reafon to reject him, becauie none of 
the rulers and oe believed in him. 


But if we inquire into the antiquity of this 
hypothefi s, and find it fall {hort of the period in 
which revelation was compiled and completed, it 
mutt be of Auman invention, and, with re{pect to re- 
neon deferves to be wea bee 


Brstpes the {criptures, in “the firtt two-cen- 
turies, there were no fettled forms of this doctrine 
of the Trinity. Every one had his’ own {pecula- 
tions, which, were very different, and fome parti- 
cularly odd. As Dr Cave fays, ‘* Things were not 
defined then as path are now, by explicit articles, 
and nice propoiitions.” They not only differed 
from one another in their explications; but, their 
beft writers cannot be made orthodox, accordin 
to what we now call /fandard /y/iems, without forced 
and unnatural comments. ‘To believe and agree 
in the feripture account of thé Trinity was thought 
fufficient, without. differing about philofophical 
diftinétions concerning the manner ‘of it: Till the \ 
Sabellian notion broke out, which {eemed to explain | 
the do@rine quite away ; the fupporters thereof | 
fuppofing the Father, Son, and Holy Ghoft, to be | 
‘only three modes of operation: Or rather, one | 
Being, under two modes of operation: Making - 
the Son and ine mere attribute, or emanations 

. from 
{s) John iv. 20. (t) Matt. XY. 2, 3. John “a 48. 
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from the Supreme Being; the Son the wifdom or — 
_ yeafon of the Father, by which he made the world, 
-&c. The Spirit.a mere operation. This fcheme 
owas fet up by Praxeas, about the end of the fe- 
cond century, at Rome: Afterwards by Noetus, at 
_Ephefus. And about the year 257, it was fpread by 
Sabellius,; at Pentapolis: ¥rom him it takes the 
name of Sabellianifm. The rife of this fect gave 
~ occafion for the church.to be more exact in their 
terms and explications—Notwithftanding, even in 
‘the middle of the third century, there feems not 
to be any fyftematic notion of the-Trinity agreed 
upon in the church, which is evident from Diony- 

us of Alexandria, who fell into herefy in writing 
againft Sabelhani/m, not knowing what to fet up 
againft it, till better informed by Dionyfus of 
Rome. ‘Tine 


Fue general opinion of thefe ancients, con- 
cerning the Son, was, “ That he exifted in the Fa- 
ther frometernity, and at the creation, the Father 

- put hun without him, to create the world; which 
they called a@ bringing him forth, prolation, or gene- | 
‘ration. Whilft he was in the Father, he was Gop 
from eternity, as every thing that isin Gop, is 
Gop; but by his coming out from the Father, .as 
he became the Son of God, 4o from thence they ftiled. 
hima God of God.” Vf they had any notion of his — 

exifting as a perfon from eternity with the Father, 
jt was either potentially, as Eufebius reprefents it in 
his account of the Nicene. faith ; or, according to 

Fertullian’s diftinétion,'as the ratio or reafon of ‘the. 

Vather from eternity, till brought forth into /ermo 

er word, and fo became diftinét from the Father, 
and as fuch a Son. That» this was the: general 
doctrine of the three firft centuries, is allowed by | 

Dr Waterland, who cannot be fufpetted any ways. 

ET i -.. inelinable 


Te 
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inclinable to betray the caufe of eternal generation. 
In this do@rine, the reader will obferve, we have 
nothing of an eternal, but a temporary generation 
only. | 


Tuar this was the notion which. prevailed at 
the council of Nice is manifeft, an that they anathe- 
matifed all who fhould fay, “ That he did not exiit 
before he was begotten.” . The word begotten there, 
is not to be underftood of his generation of the 
_ Virgin, for this decree was made againft the Arians, 

who never denied his exifting before that; but it - 
refers to the generation defcribed above. Arius 
and his followers, having explained this temporary 
generation into a, real creation, maintaining Chri/f 
to be a mere creature; the /ynod, 1n oppofition to 

this, brought in the word confubffantial, to thew, 
_ that tho’ they thought the Son generated, yet he 
‘was not created as other creatures ; but that he was 

Gop from eternity in the Father; tho’ as a Son, 
he was generated and brought forth as above. 
This was the faith of the Nicene council in the 
fourth century ; fo that no fuch notion of eternal 
generation. was in the church for zoo years, as it i8 
now explained. . 


As to the original of the doctrine of eternal 
generation, 1 will not pofitively determme, but if 
we may depend upon the authority of fome, well 
acquainted with the antiquities of thofe periods, it 
was the invention of apoftate Jews; ** which felt 
contradictory notions, (faith a very eminent au- 
thor) with other things of thar production, have 
more confounded the chriftian faith, than any other 
pofitions :” And further fays, “‘ that Peter Gala- 
‘tine. cites the perfon whofe manufacture this doc- 
trine was.” ie ; 

nr HowEveER 
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HowEvenr, it is certain, that the doctrines of 
the primitive fathers are not the rule of our faith. 
J fuppofe very few of the greateft advocates for an- 
tiquity will acquiefce in that notion of theirs, « Of 
the Fatruer bringing forth the Son of himfelf at 
the creation, and putting him without him” tho’ - 
it. was general among thems). wih 


Bu vt if the: antiquity of this doétrine fhould 
ftill be thought worthy of regard; and that it 
fhould have a place in our credenda, for its goodly 
age of 1400 years; then weare no more to judge 
of doctrines by their evidence, and agreeablenets to 
feripture; but by their age; and if fo, it would 
have been much to the. advantage of this, that it 
had been 373 years:older. Indeed 1400 years is'a 
great age; butifit-began no fooner, it is not the 
true antiquity, and no more true: for being of that 


age, than if it’ had been only 14 days old. . 


Stiux, fay its friends, it is venerable for its - 
age.—But fhould this be granted, fome grey-head-. 
ed errors, will for the fame reafon, claim the fame 
refpect. Sabellianifm prevailed both in the ea/tern 
and weffern churches, too years before the council 
of Nice; ’till Ariani/m took up the ball, and turned. 
' the waters of contention into another channel ;. 
this was confirmed in feveral councils, and kept 
the feat of orthodoxy for many years. Now, ’tis © 
certain thefe errors have a better right to the an- 
tique title, as the latter was the very occafion of 
inventing this hypothefis—I do not know what is 


meant by the ftream of antiquity, fo much boafted 


of in favour of this fcheme, if it be not that it has- 
been favoured by the ftrongeft party, and conti- 
nued long; and if this be the rule to meafure. 
truth, the ancient errors fhould be naturalized 
vee aim.on & 
# : 


§ 
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among our fyftems + This is a fine argument in fa= 
vour of popery, which, it feems, the longer it 
lafts, will be the better. — 


_Havine anfwered the arguments in favour 
of eternal generation, before I proceed to confider 
‘the texts produced. for proof of it, I muft remove 
a prejudice which fome are ready to be overtaken 
with. It perhaps will be alledged,. that tho’ I have 
been finding fault with this /cheme, becaufe the 
terms therein are unfcriptural: Yet, in treating of 
‘the fame doétrine, I ufe terms not to be found in 
{cripture. To this I anfwer, . 


Tuar tho’ it wouldbe highly commendable, in 
fuch fublime doctrines, if every one would both {peak 
and write in the language of revelation as near as 
poflible, fince the truth is in danger, in a number 
of human confequences ; yet, it fhould be care- 
fully obferved, that there is a great difference be- 
twixt one bringing forth all the evidence he can 
‘for the illuftration of any particular truth, that 
others may be invited to embrace it, upon the 
evidence offered which hath perfuaded himfelf :— 
And another perfon or more, forming a fcheme 
of human deductions for a rule of faith to be im-+ 
pofed on others, upon the pain of damnation, whe- 
ther they have any evidence to believe them or 
not. A miftake in the firft cafe remains with the 
author ; none is defired to believe further than they 

_fee evidence to. fupport the truth :—But an error 
in the latter cafe is fundamental, and of the moft 
dangerous confequence. 

Bestpes, I do not altogether reject the 
terms in the {cheme, becaufe they are not in fcrip~ 
ture; but for their being fuch as will bear no tole- 
ati &. O Q. i rable 


“that do@tine. © For the fame.reafon, I dif 
__ -explications of ¢criptural phrafes, becaufe th 
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rable meaning confiftent with what. is revealed of a 









efome 

hey have 

not the leaft degree of analogy with the texts they 
-are pretended explications of :. And tho’ I have. 

_ “ufed fome terms not expreffed in fcripture, yet the 

_ “fenf€ is included therein by néceflary confequence. 

“As for example, the words plurality and Trinity, 

‘tho’ not in feripture, yet the plain and undeni fe 


“meaning of them is— Thefe THREE areone.” The 
fame may be faid of the terms BEING, ESSENCE, 
‘EXISTENCE, &c. As to the terms suBsisT ENCE, 
and ‘person, which I have fometimes ufed, not 
. becaufe I think in a ftrict fenfe they are properly 
_ applicable to the fubject, but for want of other 
‘words more. proper in their ftead; and becaufe they 

_ will be beft. underftood, long cuftom having efta- 
‘bidhed.the ufe of them. It might give uneafinefs 
to the minds ‘of fome chriftians to introduce am 
new terms into this doctrine, and fo. lofe that ad- 
vantage propofed from any clearer ideas included 
in them: soe ts a 


~ Lconcetve it will be acceptable tomoft of my 
readers, to be informed on what occafion thofe 
terms came to be applied to this fubje@. For this 
purpofe let it be obferved, that about the fecond 
century, ‘the prevailing part of the leaders in the 
church, in -oppofition to. the Sabellian dodtrine, 
adopted the word Hypoffafis to exprefs the do@rine 
of the Trinity by, which was not .till then ufed in 


that dogtine? And to appear as far contrary to - 
Sabellianifm~ as poffible, they made it to fignify 
fubftance, which is the diréét oppofite to that opi- 
nion they wanted to deftroy, But the difficulty | 
which this arbitrary, definition imvolved . the caufe 
im foon appeared, from the neceflity of guarding 
or ; Nae SS 


hey 


De 


HO ayt .} 
a rainft the other extreme: For the term fubfiance 
led'iinmediately into the notion of three Beings or. 
God. In the heat of oppofition,,a general cotin- 


cil Was-called, where it was determined, that the. 


tern /ub/tance, as applied to the Trinity, fhould not 
fignity a diftindt being, or feparate fubjiance, but. 


fomething more than a name ; that is, fomething.. 


r eal or fubjtantial, which afterwards was called. 
fibjiffence. ~ This was ftill. defining without autho= 
“rily from revelation’; But the Latin church, not fa-. 
tisfied with the word Hypo/fafis being applied to the; 

Trinity, brought in the word Per/ona or Perjan,. 
which continues to this day,.tho’, as little coun- 5 
tenanced from feripture, in this application of it,.as, 


the other. + The word indeed is in our tranflation - 


of Heb. i. 3.. No doubt in conformity to feveral.. 

hundred years cuftom before. But that Hypo/fa/s, the 

word from which Per/on is taken, has no relatiomto 

that fubject ; and that perfon is not a proper tran-: 

flation of it, I fhall thew when wecome to confider. 

5 St a am el Tee es tn 

~ Onxy allow méto-obferve here; that the word: 
petfony is pot applied to any of the divine three in 

any place of fcripture: But for as much as the 

; fie? vite) > properties: 


+ Ifthe word perfor is applied to the Trinity in that fenfe which ’ 


it is underftood, and applied to finite beings, among whom it always’ 
implies a diftinéé underftanding and will, as well as a diftinct indi- 
vidual Being, and as the perfons are multipled, fo are the diftinét 
Beings : To affert three perfons in Deity in this fenfe, and yet but’ 


‘one Gop, would be a grofs contradicton. Arians take the advan-_ 


tage of this difficulty in the ufe of thé word perfon, againft the or- 
thodox ;iand the method they take to extricate themfelves, only in 
volves them in more.difficulties, being liable to the fame, and other 
exceptions. hey fay, that the divine effence fubfifts in a diffe- 
_ rent manner im-each 6f the three perfons, which is the foundation 
of theirsdiftingt perfonality: Or thus; the different manner that ea chy 
perfon poffeffes the divine effence, the one as a Father, the other as, 
x Son, anid-a third a8 Holy Ghof, is the foundation of their diftin® 
perfonality. This certainly implies a difference of perfonal glory, 


a 


and can never be maintained, but at the expence of the praper 
Deity of both the Son and Holy Ghoft. 
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properties of real being and exiftence is attributed 


to each of them, the ancients no doubt thought they: 
| might fafely ufe the word Aypo/tafis with, the above, 
' limitation, and’the moderns the word /ubji/fence, 
- which they reckon the import of it fo limited :, 


And the fum ofall that can be faid for the ufe of the ~ 


- word perfon is, that real perfonal properties, powers, 
' attributes, and works, are affirmed of each of them, — 


and nothing faid that is inconfiftent with perfon- 
ality. ‘Tho’ all this fhould be granted oeconomi- 


_ cally; yet it will by no means favour the ufe that. 


- is commonly made of the term; nor make it necef-. 
' fary that it fhould be ufed at all, finceitis not foufed 


BR teers, = 


# In revelation. Gop hath revealed terms iufficient, 
to exprefs all he defigned we fhould know of him ;. 


But it others will add to ‘thefe the inventions of : 


_ men, we muft leave them to take their own way. | 


| °'A'w p obferve further, that fuch terms as have. 


been’ fan@tiified by men,—received upon their au- 


thority, “and held facred in religion, (tho’ only the, 
-produét of unguarded zeal, and oppofition among” 


parties; in which every one ddopted fuch’ terms 
as feemed moft contrary to the opmions ‘they would’ 
have condemned) have been of ill confequence, both 
to fuch as have believed them, and thofe who have 
zealoully oppofed them. By. the former, thefe 
terms have been received implicitly, without know-' 
ing how they were applicable to the fubje@; and 
yet fo zealoufly defended, as often'to iffue in per- | 
fecuting to death fuch as would not follow them. — 
inthe dark.. On the other hand, many of thofe 

who oppofed the ufe of thofe ‘terms, from the | 
wrong application of them, have carried their op- 
pofition too far, not diitinguifhing betwixt the 
truth as made knownin revelation, and as cloathed. 


) 
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with dark: and unmeaning phrafes. by men. . Con- 
fequently, the truth being abufed by the one, have: 
occafioned ..the..denial of it ..by: the other... To. 
this caufe, I refer all the oppofition which has been 
made to the proper divinity of; Fefus Chrift by thote - 
called Avians,and.others, w hich took its rife upon the 
firft application. of fuch terms to the doctrine of the- 
_ Trinity. Had they reftrited, their. Oppolition to: 
fuch innovations, 4 it. had. been; laudable ; zo3.bat the; 
hiktory of; ASR aE thews the-cafe to,,be other-. 
wilt tke kes ae We 5 er rh Sror r 
ue HOSE ms a bask | pede called the Teakvchonr: 
’ have. alfo occalioned cendlefs. controverfiesy, concerns: 
ing the, Deity. of  Fe/uus ; Chrif, by; not. properly, 
diftinguifhing betwixt what 1 as faid of, him i in {crip- 
ture,..with relation to his inferior oeconomical cha-, 
racer, and the proofs which fupport,; his proper: 
Deity. , Having accuftomed themfelves to confound 
thefe, . Arius, and. his followers,’toak the advan- 
tage of their applying the terms which belonged 
to the official oeconomical. charaéter of Chri? to: 
the proof of his Deity; and from) thefe, as, pre- 
mifes, very juftly concluded the arguments of the, 
orthodox weak; and. the coniequence they drew. 
was, that Fefus: Chrift. was not properly Gop. . The; 
orthodox, inftead of mending the fault in their own 
hypothelis, invented a generation, or begetting of his 
divine perfon from all eternity, which rather ftrength- 
ened than anfwered the objections of the Arians, 
fince that filation plainly implied the derivation of 
his perfon. _¥or tho’ the generation or begetting 
be carried into eternity, (which is without autho- 
rity from. fcripture) the terms themfelves full 
prove it to have had a beginning 


Tu £ premifes the Arians build upon are grant- 
. ed 


cen, 
or 
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/edby the orthodox: Here both are lanai: The’ 
' former are right in their conclufion from fuch pre-. 


mifes ; but inconfiftent with fcripture by ‘the mif-" 
take in the choice of their premifes. The latter are . 
right in maintaining the proper Deity of Chrift 5 ; 


‘but inconfiftent with them/elves in the manner they’ 
pretend to fupport their caufe. The error ‘of both 


lies, ‘in not attending to the diftin@ion betwixt 
what felates to the inferior oeconomical character 
of: Ghrift, and the paflages from which’ his Deity 
may be more dire¢tly proved. The Arians com- 
monly argue from the former, and thence conclude © 
hig inferior Deity to the Supreme Gop, which. 
their premifes will very well bear; and which © 
the orthodox might, and fhould grant without 
any danger to the truth, while there are other in- 
conteftable evidences of his proper Deity, which is 


4 wt6€ Iiable to the exceptions commonly” Roti 
. againft-it. All the advantage the Arians have — 
r ne is from ‘the orthodox ] pretending to prove 
Ft 


éix’ caufe’ from arguments which have not the 


' Jeaft rélation to it: And the Deity of the Spirit 


has been denied and oppofed from ‘the fame prin- 
ciples. Such are the woeful effects of the ancients, 


_ adding their own inventions to religion, and im= 
peting oe on the confciences of others! ep non 


.e 
é = 
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la r\ ILE next thing to. be confidered,. is the paf. 


__fL fages of {cripture generally brought to prove 
the eternal generation of the Son of God, and that 
the, terms Father, Son, and Holy Gho/, are natural, 
necefjary, and internal characters of Deity. | 
Here the advocates for this doétrine are 
ftrangely divided'in their fentiments. There are 
fome texts appliedasclear proofs of it, which others 
of. them fay have not the leaft relation to the fub- 
ject: Yea, fome of them are fo {felf-denied, as 
_ plainly to contradict themfelves in different parts 
of their own works.—“* A kingdom divided againft 
itfelf cannot ftand.”—As there is no need to fay 
much about fuch texts as themfelves doubt of,— 
I fhall endeavour to.make it evident, that fuch as 
axe generally fuftained. proofs of that doctrine, axe 
_ hothing to the purpofe; but, rather favour that 
'. economical. fenie, which the {criptures reprefent 
G21 = OR TS A RR ae eae ee 


Tue. firft that fhould claim our attention is 
that.in the fecond Pfalm: But as I have fairly de- 
monftrated, that it refers to Chri/f?s oeconomical 
fonfhip, in p. 155. I thall only defire the reader te 
read what is there faid over again. 


_. I musr here notice, how fivangely a learned 
Critic has tortured a paflage in the 110th Pfalm, 
to make it favour the caufe of eternal generatien- 
The text fays, “From (onof) the womb of the 
(early) morning, thou haft (to thee,,or thou fhalt 
have, marg.) the due of thy youth.’”’ But he makes 
~ it read thus,—‘* Of mine own effence before the early 

; mornings 
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morning, or before the world was, thou hadft the | 
due of thy youth, or birth; as noting his eternal 
generation before all worlds.” Here the words 
“mine own effence, before the early morning,’’ or 
as he interprets it, “* before all worlds,” are thruft | 
_. into the text, contrary to the very fenfe and {cope | 
of the paflage, that it might appear a proof of that | 
_doérine which hath no better foundation in reve- | 
lation to fupport it. This is one text which our | 
modern advocates for eternal generation acknow- 
ledge has no relation to it. fee SEs 
ae i ; Pika: yse),4 SIG ~ . woe 3 
(‘Ano fH ER we have’in the Proverbs, (x) * I 
was-/et up from everlatting, from’ the beginning, 
or ever the earth was. When there were no 
depths, Iwas drought forth :—Before the moun- 
tains were fettled; before the hills, was" 1 brought 
forth.’ A learned modern Doctor affirms in one 
part of his writings, that this ‘‘ is to be underftood 
“of the eternal generation and fonthip of Chri/? ; 
«¢ and the repetition of the phrafe brought forth, 
“partly fhews the importance ‘of it; it being a 
“ matter of infinite moment and concern, and de- 
“ ferving the /trictef? attention and obfervation : 
«< And partly fhews the certainty of it; the eter-— 
*¢ nal generation of Chri/? being an article of faith 
<¢ moft furely to be beheved.” But in another part of. 
his works, the fame author fays, “This paflage 
“is a glorious -proof of -Chri/?’s eternal exiftence, 
‘tho’ not fo clear a one of his eternal Sonfbip. 
“¢ The phiafes of /etting up, poffeffing, bringing forth, 
“and bringing up, feem rather to refer to his media- 
_ © torial office?® The*Doctor’s candor is very com- 
mendable, ‘if making {fo fair a-retreat. In great 
humility he-would rather contradict himfelf, than 


|. (x) Prov. viii. 235 24, 256 
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expofe an article of faith moft furely to be believe - 
ed,—a matter of infinite moment,—to the charge 
of felf-contradiction. The terms in the paflage 
fuit fo ill with his leading fentiment, “ That Chri/t 
isa Son, as he is God,—that he was begotten as 
Gop, &c.” if applied to it would wholly deftroy 
the important truth. It was neceflary either to ap- 
ply them another way, or call in the afliftance of 
figures, (or myfteries, the only remedies in fuch 
cafes of diftrefs) which can never be accommodated 
or explained .on fuch a principle, and muft only 
involve the author in endlefs criticifms and de- 
bates, about words that have no meaning at all 
‘ when fo apphed. 


oW e-have another fuppofed proof of eternal ge- 

neration in the Proverbs, (y) “ What is his name, 
and what is his Son’s name, if thou canft tell ?’’ 
Which the fame Doctor paraphrafes thus, * What 
“‘ is bis name? That is-his nature and_perfections, 
‘¢ which are incomprehenfible and ineffable: And 
* feeinghe is a Son of the fame nature with him, © 
“< fay what is his nature and perfections? Declare 
“bis generation, andthe manner of it, his divine 
“ flation, and in what ¢/a/s it is.” 


Tus Doctor makes a very unfuitable fupple- 
ment to the text, that it may feem to favour his 
caufe. Itfaysnothing about generation or fiiation. 
Nor has it any relation to Gop, or Fefus Chrift, 
his Son, at all. + But tho’ we fhould grant they are 
intended ‘here, and by name is meant mature, the 
queftion will only refer to his nature and perfec- 
tions, not his generation, and the manner of it,—not 
his filiation, and in what c/a/s it is? Befides, if ge- 

| Pp neration 


fy) rove (meng. _ +See p. 154. 


J 


-_ 


( eB ) 


-neration mutt be forced into the text, the queftion 

-relates as much-to the generation of the one, as 

the other. Ifay, if name here fignify. generation, 
-as the Deter fays, it mutt’ refer to the generation 

of the Father,. as well as the generation of the Son ; 

which effectually deftroys all his fine paraphrafe. 


. Wuar Jfaiah faith, is held-as_ another proof of 
eternal generation.—(z) ** He was taken from_prifon 
-and from judgment : and who fhall declare his ge- 
neration? For he was cut off out of. the land of 
.the living.’? This middle claufe is very differently 
_applied_ by commentators. Some to the incarna- 
tion of Chri/? :—Some to the eternal duration of 
his life after his refurrection :—And others, both 
-ancient and modern, apply it to his numberlefs off- . 
_f{pring, or -fpiritual feed. .. Any one of thefe is more 
‘confiftent, than to: {crew upthe. meaning of the 
vexpreflion, to an; eternal. begetting of the divine 
_perfon.of the Lord. Fefus,ids many infinuate ; which 
‘neither the. words themfelves,:mor thefe. going be- 
_fore or following them,iwill by: any.means)allow. 
~ Phe verfe before, and this; area » ftriking . defcrip- 
_ tion_of: our;Redeemer’s furpaflng humility, under 
the feveral fleps,-of the ,Fews:dtnbborn cruelty, to- 
wards him. Mth : 
; : PASTS ES ES ; 39S ane vr ork Camere Os 3 ES : 
o) Taking po® £, taking» the words, inoconnec- 
tion,” I+think..the following fentiment is clearly 
pointed out »-f¢ Who fhall:declare his. generation)?” 
- Who fhall declare the petverle obftinacy,: the wick- 
ednefs, and injuftice of«that generation im which 
he -lived?—So;cruelas thus to-‘opprefs the inno- 
cent Lamb of Gon ;\ againft,whom their ftretched 
; vention, tho? aflifted with diabolical malice, could 
, | find 


fx) Vas lili.-& 
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find no charge worthy of punifhment, or death: 
The Prophet therefore adds, ‘“ He: was cut off 
out of the land of the living, (yet not for him: 
felf, as Daniel fpeaks, for no crime of his own, 
but) for the tran{fgreflion of my people was he 
{mitten.’” Which is a plain reafon for both the 
depth of his humility in his voluntary fufferings 
‘and death for his people, and the unaccountable 
cruelty of that crooked and perverfe gencration 
the Jews, and Roman governors, who confpired . 
to crucify an innocent perfon, in whom they could 
find no fault. This fenfe of the text is highly 
_ favoured by the character Mo/es gives I/rael in his 
time, whom he calls a (a) “ crooked and perverfe 
generation.” The language is almoft the fame in 
both texts. ‘gti! , 


Bur what will put this fenfe of the text be- 
yond all exception, and fix it as the only. mean- 
ing thereof, is, that the fame word Dor, which is 
here tranflated generation, is through all the Old 
Teftament put for a certain period of time; and ~ 
the people that lived in that age or period,—a 
certain race or clafs of people, living at the fame 
time, as in the laft cited text ; and alfo-in thefe, 
(6) “ One generation pafleth away, and another 
generation cometh.—The Lorp will have war 
with dAmalek from generation to generation. Lorp 
thou haft been our dwelling place in all genera- 
tions.” In generation and generation. marg. 
Now, as the word Dor in thefe, and many. other 
places, invariably fignifies the fame thing, and 
never the ac or manner of generation, it is certainly 
fufficient to fettle the meaning of it in this text, 
-efpecially as the fcope fo evidently favours it: And 

ane te : it 


(2) Deut. xxxii. 5. (5) Eccl. i. 4. Exo. xvil. 16. Pla. xc. i. 
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it muft be a bafe prejudice, that makes people im- 
pofe a fenfe upon the text, which neither it, nor 
any fimilar ong hath the leaft relation to. 


- As to Nebuchadnezzar faying, the (c) “ form of 
the fourth, (whom he faw in the furnace) is like 
the Son of God,’ I have fhewed, p. 154; that he 
could not mean Chrift by what he faid, and thall 
only add here, that it is very difficult to account for 
_ Nebuchadnezzar’s obtaining fuch knowledge of, 
Chrift; ‘but more fo, how his words can be made 
a proof of eternal generation. But fhould his 
knowledge of Chri/? be admitted; he that is men- 
tioned as the Son of God, Nebuchadnezzar calls 
_ a man, which is very inconfiftent with ‘the notion 
of his being God, as he is a Son. The words 
would rather infer, that his manhood is included | 
in the notion of fonfhip, which belongs to his in- 
ferior character, as he is called “ the Angel of the 
God of Shadrach, &c.” But I with them much good 
of all the help they can get from Nebuchadnezzar 
to their weak caufe; for I chufenotthat anyfhould 
imagine the caufe I contend for’ ftands in need of 
any fuch afliftance. Sit 
_ THE next text is in Micah,—(d@) * Out of thee 
(Bethlehem) fhall he come forth into me, that is to 
be ruler in I/rael: Whofe goings forth have been 
from of old, from everlafting.”~ Yown this is fpoken 
of Chrift the Mefiah; but to apply it to the man- 
ner of his exiftence, or an act of eternal genera- 
. tion, is doing the greateft injuitice to the text, 
which mentions his Gornes ¥ortTH in the plu- 
ral, and not any one ad: Befides, it cannot be 
‘meant 


{c) Dan. iii, 25. (dj) Micah vy. a. 


a { 
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meant of the Father’s begetting the Son, fince the 


goings forth are {poken as acts of Curis, and 
not of the FaTHer. 


Ir may refer to the egrefs of his wifdom and 
love, concerning the future falvation of his people, 
who were chofen in him. (e) * For verily, he 
was fore-ordained before the foundation of the world, 
but was manifeft in thefe laft times.’”? Or to the 
exercife of his wifdom and power, in making 
and governing all things——( f) “ For by him were 
all things created, that are in heaven, and that are 
in earth.” If we underftand the Prophet Micah in 
_ this fenfe, the Apofile Yobn will be the belt com- 

mentator in the Peeee of his gofpel. 


THESE | goings forth may alfo include nie great 
works he performed, and remarkable appearances 
he made to ddam, Noah, Abraham, &c. And this 
fenfe of his goings forth, is no way contrary to 
the other claufe, “ from everlafting ;” for there 
feems plainly to be a gradation in ‘the two parts 
of the fentence. So that thefe appearances he 
made, with his works of creation and govern- 
ment, may be pointed out in his “ goings forth 
of old, ” which agree well with an expreflion of 
the Pfalmift on the fame fubject.—g) ** O Gon, 
when thou wentef? forth before thy eagles" &c. 
and alfo with the fcripture ufecof the word of old : 

And the other idea of his councils of love, wifdom, 
and grace, concerning his people, will be meant 
in his « goings forth from everlafting.” Now, inftead 
of that text being a proof of eternal generation, it 
‘rather exhibits his oeconomical character, fet up 
from everlafting as the mediator, guide, and go- 

: vernor 


fe) Petsi. 206 (f) Col.i. 16. (g) Pla. lxvili, 7. 
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vernor of his church; together with the difpenta- 
tions of his grace and ‘goodnefs to them, in ancient 
ages of the world.—It is the fame whom Micah 
{ays fhould be born in Bethlehem, and be ruler in- 
Ifrael, which is none other than Jes Chrift, the 
Son oF Gop. 


I ualve now done with the texts in the Old 

Teftament, which are brought to fupport eternal 
generation, and I think he will be very wife that 
can findit in any one of them. The firft text in 
the New Teftament that claims our confideration, | 
is the anfwer of Peter to his mafter’s queftion, 
«whom fay ye that] am? Peter anfwered, thou 
art Chrift, the Son of the living Gop.” The rea- 
der will remember, that this text was confidered at 
fome length, as an objection againit that fenfe of . 
Chrif?’s fonfhip, which I formerly proved. To what 
was faid thereon, beginning at p. ids I beg leave 
to add in this place : +t 


T HAT it increafes my aftonifhment, to find re 
many who profefs the higheft regard for the divine 
glory of, Chri?y and the FHoly Gho/?, and feem to 
abhor the conceits of fuch as are for accounting 
them no more than inferior Deities : Yet agreeing 
with, them in the very principles on which they . 
build their fcheme, particularly in limiting the term. 
Living ‘Gop, tothe perfon of the & ather, exclu- 
five of the Word and Holy Ghof?. This is the cer- 
tain confequence of all they fay for their caufe, from 
this and feveral other fimilartexts. Indeed the Arian 
{cheme, and that called the Orthodox, both require 
it fhould be fo ; and without this be fuppofed, they 
mutt both fall. The Arian fays, heis Gop, but in- 
ferior to, and. created by the living Gop —The 
Orthodox fay, he is a Son, as shes is God, and was be- 

wh . gotten 
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‘gotten by thie living Gop. In both, the term 
hiving God is fuppofed to be peculiar to the Father,ex= — 
clufive of Chri? and. the Spirit. Dr Clark, the 
modern. champion for the Arzan caufe, lays it dowit 
as a maxim, * that the word Gop in {cripture, 
“*¢ never fignifies.a complex notion of more perfons 
“ than one; but always means’one perfon only, viz. 
“iP he perfon of the Father ingly, or the perfon 
% Spe the Son fingly.” 


°N or W; if this is ae them,. al otiter diffi- 
| culties they reckon eatily furmountable in proving 
the inferior Deity of Chri/?; for, fay they, “all thete 
terms, living God, only wife God, one. God, great 
God, &c: mutt be limited to the Father only, ‘con- 
feqiiently all that is faid of Chriff as Gop, is in an 
inferior fenfe, as the Father’s fervant, inftrument, 
-&c... And the fupporters of the other fcheme alfo, 
cmauft in. confiftency with their own terms, explain 
every text where the Son of God is mentioned in 
favour of the Arian hypothefis. For if: the divine 
perfon of Chrift be included in the term diving 
God, or in the term God, where he is mentioned 
as the Son of God, then their whole fcheme is de- 
dtroyed;; and -all T have been contending for grant- 
ved, viz. That. it is under another , confideration 
that he ‘is called ‘a than that wherein heis called 
4 Grad 


E HE Holy Chop by this hypothefis, muft be 
alfo excluded from the glory of this title Awing God. 
Peremptorily to exclude him, is the fame as to fay, 
he is not the /iving God. Yet forthe honour and 
fafety of this fcheme, excluded he muit be, let the 
confequence be ever fo dangerous to truth ; for 
to include the cn? G4of? in this term, makes t the 

ivine 
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divine perfon of the Lord Fefus, to be the Son of 
_ the Holy Ghoft, which will wound this human — 
cheme i a very tender part, viz. that of his being 
begotten only by the perfon of the Father. Now, 
Jet the admirers of this fcheme, chufe whether 
they will degrade the divine perfons of the Word 
and Spirit, by denying them the honour of this _ 
title the /iving God, which is the fame with faying 
they are not Gop ; or expofe their human hypo- 
thefis to the charge of felf-contradiction, which, 
if maintained, fets revelation at variance with it- 
felf. Every impartial reader muft account it an 
_amazing infatuation in favour of that darling no- 
tion, which has not the leaft countenance. in fcrip- 
ture; that: to fupport it, they, will give up the 
glory of Grif? into the hands of fuch as affirm 
that he is not properly Gop. As for my own 
part, in all the 25 texts where this term living 
Gop is mentioned, I fee no reafon why the dzvine 
three may not be included, without doing violence 
to the analogy of faith, or the fcope of» the 
paflages. 3 pane 


THERE are two paflages in JFohn,—(b) which 
a great deal of weight is laid upon, in fupport of 
Chrift being a Son, as he is Gop. Our Lord, in 
the courfe of his teaching had afferted, that Gop 
was his Father. The Jews, through their malice 
and prejudice, charge him with blafphemy ; for ac- 
cording as they drew the inference, by faying that 
Gop was his father, he made himfelf equal with 
Gop: And taking it for granted, that their infe- 
rence was jut, the advocates for eternal generation 
conclude, that Chri? is Gop, as‘he isa Son 


{b) John Vv. 28, T9. and X.30;-— 39 
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_Anf. I, our Lora’s.anfwers to the Fews in both 
places. be carefully attended to, efpecially the firft, 
which ferves to explain the other, it will appear 
quite different from what either the Jews or their 
modern friends do fuppofe. As to the firft,. we 
are told that Fefus faid, “my Father worketh hi- 
therto, and 1 work.” For this the Jews fought 
to kill him, becaufe he faid Gop was his father, 
making himfelf equal with Gop. Now, hear his 
defence, ‘* Then anfwered Fefus, and faid unto 
them, verily, verily, I fay unto you, the Son can 
do nothing of himfelf, but what he feeth the fa- 
ther do.—For the Father loveth the Son, and 
fheweth him all things that himfelf doth: And he 
will thew him greater works than thefe, that ye 
may marvel.—tI can do nothing of myfelt, I feek 
not mine. own will, but the will of the father that 
fent me.” In this reply of our Lord, it is very 
plain that he contradicts their inference, by de- 
claring in the ftrongeft terms his inferior character, 
as a Son. As Gop, he knows all things. of him- 
felf,—can. do all things by his own power and 
will,—is fupreme and independent,—-and his know- 
ledge,, will, and power are the fame, not different 
from, much lefs fubordinate to the Father’s : But 
all this he exprefsly denies, of himfelf as -a Son; 
therefore, if we will believe Jesus, rather than the — 
malicious Fews, he isnot God, as he is a Son: Or 
he muit be fuch a Gop as fome think he is, fubordi- 
nate, inferior, and dependent, for thefe are plain 
in his character of himfelf, as a Son. So that this. 
paflage is a direct proof of his fonfhip belonging to 
his inferior character, and therefore may be addect 
to the other arguments to that purpofe above. 


Ass to the other paflage, it muft be of the fame 
import, if one place may be allowed to explain 
. Oq= . angther. 
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another. Here alfo they accufe him for calling 
himfelf the Son of Gop ; and he had certainly the 
fame notion of his own fonfhip now as formerly, fo 
that we might here fhew his fenfe of fonthip, from 
his former anfwer to a fimilar charge againft him; 
but as he replies in other terms, we fhall confider » 
how far they favour the caufe they are brought to 
fupport:2s4, .° ; BE 


_. I -4s obfervable, that tho’ the character of the 

Meffiah be fo exhibited in the Old Teftament, that 
fome among the Jews might probably know he 
-was Gop, as well asman: Yet they were in gene- 
ral fhamefully ignorant of his true chara¢ter. For 


had they thought of his Deity, that queftion of —. 


our Lord, would not have filenced them, “ If the. 
Meffiah be Davia’s Son, how could David call him 
_Lorp ??. Or, “ If David calls him Lorp, how is 
he his Son?” ‘The. leaft thought of his Deity, 
would have eafily refolved this difficulty ; but it 
is evident they had no fuch notion of the Me/fiah. 
The defign of thefe wicked. Jews, was to bring the 
higheft accufations againft our Saviour, and to 
toad him with the grofleft calumnies that their wit . 
or malice could draw from his words or actions, 
“Laying wait for him, and feeking to catch fome- 
_ thing out of his mouth, that they might accufe 
him.” If he fpake of his kingdom, it is fedition — 
and rebellion, he is an enemy to Ca/ar:—If he - 
calis Gop his Father, their malice conftrues, it 
blafphemy, in making himfelf equal with Gop :, 
And fhall aconfequence ftrained from our Saviour’s 
words by malicious Fews, be fuftained an only 
warrant for a “‘ doctrine of the wutmoft confequence, 
an article. of faith moft firely to be believed, on 
‘which the falvation of our fouls depends ?” 
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A Np that the confequence was ftrained, is evi- 
dent from our Lorp’s reply, “ Fefus anfwered 
them, is it not written in your law; I faid, ye are 
Gops? If he called them Gops, unto whom the 

word of Gop came3,and the {criptures cannot be 
broken: Say ye of him, whom the Father hath 
fanctified, and fent into the world, thou blafphe- 
meft, becaufe I faid,-I am the Son or Gop ?” 
Where we may oblerve, (1) That he doth neither 
plainly own nor deny himfelf.to be the true Gop.— 
Yet, (2) Ifhe had not been the true Gop, he would 
have renounced their conclufion of equality with 
Gop ; but he only denies the juftnefs of their infe- 
rence, that his calling himfelf the Son of God, was in 
confequence making himfelf Gop. Sincehe:admits 
the one, we may fafely conclude he is Gop ; and 
feeing he denies the other,, we may fairly infer 
that his jon/bip does not denote his Deity. For 
(3) it is plain, his’ defign in the anfwer he gave, 
was to refute the calumny of the Jews, and fhew 
the weaknefs of their inference, that the name 
Son of God does neceflarily fignify one equal with 
Ged. The argument our Lorp ules here, is what 
is called 4 minori ad majus; putting the reafon of 
his more unqueftionable right to this title, upon 
the fuperioiy of his character and miffion, or his 
more immediate commiflion from the Father, than 
thofe Prophets, Kings, and Judges, who were ca- 
led Gops, from the word of Gop coming to them. 
The argument, plainly runs thus, They who were ° 
originally in and of this world, were made Pro- 
phets, Teachers, and Kings, merely by the word 
of Gop coming to them, receiving their commil- 
fion by fome voice, vilion, divine meflage or in- 
fpiration, and they were called Gops:. Therefore 
the Mefliah, who was not originally of this ag 
; ut 
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— but ‘was fanéctified, or anointed, fet apart, and fent 
immediately by Gop himfelf into this world for 
fuch incomparable purpofes, may furely be called 
the Son of God, without danger of blafphemy. In 
fhort, if they were called Gods, the Mefliah may — 
well be called the Son of God. (4) It 1s very re- 
‘markable, that tho’ the Fews built part of their 
accufation upon his faying, “ ] and my :Father are 
one,” yet our Lorp does not directly anfwer to 
thefe words, becaufe they bear an intimation of his 
Deity : But applies himfelf to anfwer that part of 
it, taken from his calling God his father, and him- 
felf the Son of God; denying the charge, and re- 
fating their inference, no doubt, to teach them — 
and us both, that the term, Son of God, does not 
prove equality with God. ; 
Inpegxp, if the character Son of God here, 
means -his Deity, it muft infer his equality with 
Gop, as the Fews inferred : But befides- the diffi- 
_ culty, or rather impoffibility of the divine nature of _ 
Chrift: being fandiifed, or anointed, and fent; which 
he fays he was, as a Son; it plainly deftroys the 
whole force of our blefled Saviour’s argument, 
_and concludes his defence trifling ; and confequently, 
leaves the accufation of the malicious. Fews in full 
‘force againit the Lord Fefus Chri? ! . 


elo illuftrate this a little further, it fhould be 
obferved, that the queftion betwixt our Lorp and 
the Fews, was not whether the Mefliah was a di- 
vine perfon or not; but whether he to whom they 
were {peaking, was the Mefiah or not. Therefore, 
when he aflumed an epithet, which, as ufed in the 
Old Teftament, was charatteriftical of the Meffiah, 
they charge him with blafphemy ; for, he as they 
fuppoied,, being only a mere man, had affumed 2 
: . Oe SaaS 
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_ title which the {criptures appropriated. to ween 

mifed Me/ah, whom the fame {criptures call the 

mighty Gop. ‘ The Gop of the whole earth thall . 
he be called.”? To be the Me effiah, and to be the 

Son of God, was reckoned by the Jews, and may 

be by us chriftians, the fame. The Pfamift applies - 
them both to thefame perfon in the fecond Pialm ; 

and in the New Teftament, the fame arguments 

. are ufed to prove the one as the other. The Old 

Teftament pointed forth; and the Apoftles preach- 

ed the Me/iah, the power and the wildom of Gop. 

Asin the former, Son of God was a known. charac- 

ter of the Me effiah, fo the Angel intimated under 

that term: to the wirgin, that ihe was to be the. 
mother of the Me/iab. ‘ The holy thing which 

fhall be born of thee, fhall be. called. the Son oF 

_ Gop.” This fhe underftood to be the promifed 

Meffic fab, and therefore {ays j in her fong, ‘* He hath 

holpen his fervant //rae/, in remembrance of his 

mercy, 28 he {pake to our fathers, to. Abraham, 

and to his feed for ever.’ 


Now, tho’ the Jews, through their traditions, 
and hopes of a Meffiah, that. would _ bring 
them temporal glory, had not fo clear views of 
the divinity of the promifed Me/izh, nor the {piri- 
tual nature of his kingdom, as the Old Teftament 
pointed out: Yet, from the known characters of 
— the Mefiah, in thetc oracles; and the fpecial.ap- — 
_ plication of the term Son to him,when they find our 

Lorp afluming thofe to himfelf, whofe appear- 
ance was fo unlike the Me/iah they expected, 

might charge him with blafphemy through the 
violence of their prejudice. ‘To be the Son of God 
by way of eminence, was to be the Meffiah, and 
vice verfa in the Fews fenfe. ‘ Thou art the Son 
of God ; thouart the King of Yirael. Art thou the 

are Chrif?, 
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Chrift, or. Meffiah, the Son of the blefed? Thou 
fhalt call his name Fe/us,—and_ he {hall be called 
the Son, of the higheft.” This, one would think, is 
more evidently the fenfe of the Jews, in their 
difpute with our Lorp, than that they drew a 
logical inference from the nature and quality of 
generation, confidered abfolutely in Gop. | 


THe 3d and 4th verfes of Paui’s introdué@tion 
to his epiftle to the Romans, is another paflage that 
has been tortured by all the art of criticiim, to 
make it prove natural fonfhip. It is fcarcely cre- . 
dible, what different terms of interpretation the 
words have got to make them’ anfwer that pur- 
pofe; whereas if the fcope be attended to, it ig. 
both plain in itfelf, and evidently points forth ano- 
ther meaning than iscommonly put upon it. The 
whole paragraph reads thus: “ Paw/, a fervant of 
Fefus Chrift, called to be an Apoftle, feparated un- | 

to the gofpel of Gop, (which he had promifed 

afore by his Prophets in the holy {criptures)-con- 

cerning his Son Fe/us Chrif? our Lorp, who was 

made of the feed of David, according to the fleth, 

and declared (determined) to be the Son of Gop 

with power, according to (by) the Spirit of holi- 
nefs, (and) by the refurrection from the dead: By_ 
whom we have received grace and Apoftlethip, » 
for (to the) obedience to ‘(of) the faith among all 
nations for his name: Among whom are ye alfo 
the called of Fefus Chrif?.” 


Iw this introduction, the Apoftle calls. himfelf. 
a fervant of Fefus Chrif? ; and to invite the faints at 


Rome to give proper attention to what he was about — 


towrite to them, he points forth in feveral diftin@ 
particulars, the truth and importance of his mafter’s 
character, 
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character, and concludes with their particular in- — 
tereft therein. He proves and illuftrates the au- 
thenticity of the gofpel he was appointed to preach 
concerning Fe/us Chrif?, the Son of Gop, (1) From 
the authority of Gop, who had fent the Prophets 
under the Old Teftament, to proclaim by promite 
the advent of his Son. (2) From the accomplifh- 
ment of thefe promifes, in raifing up Fe/us of the 
feed of David, according to the flefh, which was 
fo often foretold: And as the great difpute at that 
time, was, whether that fame Fe/us was the Me/iah, 
the Son of Gop and Saviour, that Gop promifed 
-by the Prophets, he proceeds to put that matter 
beyond doubt. ' 


First, he fays, it was determined by the Spirit 
of holinefs. (1) It is manifeft that an extraordinary 
meafure of the Spirit attended him in all the great 
things he did, which are juft fo many atteftations. 
from Gop of the truth of his character, as both 
~ himfelf and his Apofiles frequently alledge. (i) 
‘¢ For he whom Gop hath fent, {peaketh the words 
of Gop: For Gop giveth not the Spirit by miea~ 
fure unto him. (0) But if I caft out Devils by the 
Spirit of Gop, then the kingdom of Gop is come 
unto you. (p) Gop anointed Fefus of Nazareth 
with the Holy Ghoft, and with power; who went 
about doing good, and healing all that were op- 
prefled of the Devil: For Gop was with hin. 
Until the day in which he was taken up, after that 
he, through the Holy Ghoft, had given com- 
mandments unto the Apoftles whom he had cho- 
fen.” (2) He was determined to he the Son oF 
Gop, by .that divine effufion of the Spirit upon 
the Apoftles at Pentecof?, which their now wares 

: matter 


(x) John iii. 34. (a) Matt, xii. a8 (p)AGs x, 38. andiva, 


_-mafter had promifed'to fend when he went away. 
-This'in the moft eminent manner confirmed the 
truth’ of his character as the Sent of Gop ; becaufe 
it had been promifed by Gop in the Old Tefta- 

ment, and expééted by the | Fews asa part of the — 
glory of the Mefiah’s kingdom. Peter tells the _ 
aftonifhed fpectators, that what they faw and 
heard was the fame that Foe/ foretold. Fe/us him- 


felf commanded his difciples to tarry at Ferufalem, 2 


until they were endowed with the Spirit : And the 
event happening fo foon after his afcenfion, in fo 
ftriking and vilvble a manner, muft be the cleareft 
demonitration of his being the fent and chofen of | 
Gop: Or, as the Apoftle hath it in the text, it 
«¢ determined him to be the Son or Gop with 
power.” See more of this, Part 2. fect. 5. 


-Srconb EY, another proof which he fays de-- 
termines him to be the Son oF Gop, is his refur- | 
rection from the dead. The Old Teftament Prophets 
had faid’a great deal about the glory and _perfpi- 
cuity of the kingdom and reign of the Meffiah, 
who was to be the feed of David ;—Chrif? himfelf 
frequently affirmed that he would rife from the 
dead.—(q) “<The fon -of man {hall be betrayed to 
the chief Priefts,—and they fhall condemn him to 
death,—and the third day he fhall rife again.” 
Yea, when the Jews tempted him to give a proof ’ 
of his being the Mefiah, he puts the whole upon 
his refurrection, faying, (r) “ deftroy this temple, | 
and in three days | will raife it up: But he fpake 
of the temple of his body.’* Now, as the whole 
was without difpute exactly accomplifhed, it a- 
mounts to the cleareft evidence of his being the 
true Meffiah, that can poflibly be fuppofed. The 
eae '  Apoftle 


(q) Matt. xx. 18, 19s (+) John ii. 19, ax. Matt. xii. 38,—41, 
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_ Apoltie faw the great importance of it, when he 
puts the truth of the whole chriftian religion upon 
it. (s) “ If Chra/? be not rifen, then is our preach- 
ing vain, and your faith is alfo vain? And here 
he fays, by le he was. ecerrined to be the Son 
o sa ti ie 

‘Ts icR Dib ty asa | ice Seti nition of the 
power and precious éffeéts of this truth, that he is. 
the Son of Gop; he had beftowed thie grace’ of 
Apoftlefhip upon,Paw/, and others, that they might 

{preadthe gofpel among: the nations, to bring many 

-into the obedience of faith in his name ; among 
which converts, the faints at Rome, to whom:‘he 
wrote :the. epiftle, were living inftances of the 
‘power of the truth; as he fays, < votes whom are 
a ai 0 the oa us Jere ae i : 3 
ss wis: the mec asthe’ noe sashes of this lag 
at muft be a clear. demonttration that the fonfhip of 
Chrift refers to the oeconomy of nedemption, asthe 
execution of that plan in its feveral parts, are here 
brought to prove the truth of his Jonfoip, other- 
wile athe! reafoning of the Apoftle appears very 
trifling. For what analogy can be fuppofed be-_ 
twixt the proofs here alledged by Pau/, and a na- 
tural fonfbip, or Chrift being’ a Son, as heei is’ God ? 
‘What relation have his rifing from the dead,— 
fending the Holy) Ghoft,—giving: commiflron ‘to 
A oftles,-and converting the Chanile nations, to 
his being eternally begotten as a perfon in Deity? This 
notion,: ~ tho’ it were true, could have no manner 
of relation to any part of redemption, without 
fuppofing it neceflary in the nature of Gop to re- 


deem mankind: But as this is abfurd, it follows, 
Rs that 


{ 
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that this text'is a manifeft proof of Chrif?’s oecono- 
mical fonfoip, and can have no relation to a natural 
Jonfeip, ov eternal generation, for which it hath been 
fo often alledged as a proof. Ce tae 


T HERE is another text in this epiftle frequent- 
- ly prefled into the fame fervice.—(#) “He that 
{pared not his own Son, but delivered him up for 
us all, how fhall he not with him alfo freely give 
us all things.” Here we are told; that the word 
proper fhould be added to Son, which they affirm ~ 
is the fame with natural Son. It would be need- 
lefs to expofe the weaknefs of this way of reafon- 
ing, fince it is fo evident in the ‘text itfelf, that the 
fonthip fuppofed, muft be taken in a fenfe confiftent 
with what is predicated of the Son, which is 
that great work he was‘ given by Gop to finifh, — 
for the redemption of his people; this limits the 
fenfe to an oeconomical fonfhip. But his being 
given,—delivered up by God,—his fufferings and death 
for his people, are ideas not very confiftent with 
, opriteDeitye! s* . 
~ Wuere the Lord Fefus is called the image of 
Gop, it is imagined the character belongs to him 
as a divine’ perfon, and confequently favours the 
doétrine of natural fonfhip; but I muft be allowed 
to differ from this opinion. The phrafe is but » 
thrice ufed in our tranflation, (w) * Chri/?, who is 
the image of Gop—Who is the image of the invi- 
jible Gon, the firft born of every creature.—The 
brighnefs of glory, and the exprefs image of his 
perfon.” (Eypoffa/fis.) ‘ba : 


Now, the Lord Fefus cannot be the image ‘of 
Gop, either in his divine nature, or divine perfon- 
ality. 

(t) Rom. viii. 32. (u) a Cor. iv. 4. Cole i. rc. Heb. is ce 
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ality. { Not the firft, for the felf-fame numerical 
nature or eflence, is one and the fame in all the 
divine perfons, and fo he would be as much the 
image ot himfelf, as of the Father: And is there 
any propriety in faying a thing is the zmage of it- 
felf? It amounts to no more in the prefent cafe, 
than faying the divine nature is the image of the 
divine nature. 


AN p according tothe fcheme itfelf, the divine 
perfonality of the Son, cannot be the image of the 
Father's perfonality; for it maintains Chri/? to be a 
divine perfon, as he is a Son; which, if true, 
makes it impoflible that as fuch, he can be the 
image of the FaTHER; for fliation is by no means 
an zmage of paternity. Nay, fon/bip is the very re- 
verfe or contrary to fatherhood ; and it is not to be 
imagined, how contrary characters can be\the 
image or refemblance of each other. Befides, his 
fonihip or divine perfonality is faid to be commu- 
nicated by, or derived from the Father ; now, it 
is a contradiction in terms, to fay that a communi- 
cated or derived manner of fubfiftence, is the zmage ° 
or refemblance of an underived, unoriginated man- 
ner of fubfiftence. This the Iather’s muft be, as 
he is of none: That the Son’s mutt be, as he is of 
the Father, as to his divine perfon, if the human 
{cheme be true. 


BuT again, the text fays, Chri/ is the image of 
the invifible Gop, which term mutt include the 
three in Deity;—all that is called Gop. Now, as 
the perions in Deity, and the diving effence in each 

. perfon, 


+ The reader will fee, I hope, the neceffity:] am under to ufe 
the language of the human fcheme in this third part, the’ J do 
not otherwife approve of many of the tesms fo applied. 
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perfon, mutt be alike invifible ; he who is the image 
of the invifible God, cannot be fo abftractedly, but 
as he manifefts, exhibits, reprefents, or makes 
known-the invifible God to men ; this is none other 
than the Lorp Jesus in his complex character as 
EmMaANUEL, Gop in our nature, as I fhewed 
above. - 


As for the phrafe efential image, fo frequent in 
_ fyftems, it is void’ of meaning,—there is no coun- 
tenanceinfcripture forit;:and among men there can 
be no rational ideas affixed to it. Therefore to talk’ 
of an effential image, mutt be as good fenfe as to 
tell us of /ub/fantial forms, another unmeaning 
phrafe ufed in treating this fubject, both are'ab-. 
furd in Ontology, or the dotrine of the propertics of 
being in the ‘abftract. It feems very itrange, that 
the abftrufe, felf-contradictory, and unintelligible 
phrafes among mankind, fhou!d be chofen to clothe 
divine myfteries, (or rather to make mayfteries of 
‘plain truths) and the people commanded to believe 
them under that drefS, as articles of faith, at the 
peril of their fouls! Does the adopting fuch phrafes 
mto ichemes of divinity make them good fenfe? 
Or, mutt the people’s faith be fo implicit as to re- 
ceive for truth what their leaders are -pleafed to 
dictate; tho’ they can ‘neither reconcile their no- 
tions with fcripture, reafon, nor good fenfe? But 
to return; jaa 


‘ \ 

Curist, as heis Gop, cannot. be the image 
of Gov: Becaufe the image is different from, and 
-inferior to the original: Butthe Lorp Jesus, nei- 
ther-in his divine nature, nor divine perfon, is dif- 
ferent from, nor inferior to the Father. Hehaththe 
fame divine nature, andin his perfon he is equal in all 
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divine glory and perfeCtion.—Morcover, to day 
Chriff, as a-divine perfon, is the zmage of Gop, is too 
low a character of him as Gop, when it 1s confi- 
dered, that. every man is called the 4 image of Gon. 
There j is no way of making this opinion confiftent 
with-any ideas we can have, but by fuppofng two 
Gops, the one the zmage and reprefentation of the 
other, and ‘inferior to him, which is the fum of 
the Arian hypothctis. 


‘Tue reader will remember that I ads wed, at 
p: 172, in what refpects Chri/? may be called ‘the 
image of Gop, agreeable to his oeconomical, fubor- 
dinate character, and no ways inconfiftent “with his 
cnt ine glory’ and perfections. To which 1 fhall 
here add, that he is the image of Gop as he re- 
veals, pices 4 known, or reprefents Gop, to mer, 
«¢ Who (the Apoftle fays) dwelleth in light, which 
no man can approach Into, avhom no man hath 
feen, or can fee.” This he doth as Emmanuel, the 
medium or mirror of all we know or enjoy of | 
Gop. It is very plainly exprefled in Col. i. 13.— 

« That Gop’s dear Son (Son of his love, marg.) is 
the image of theinvifible Gop.” The fame into 
«whofe kingdom the faints are tranflated,—with 
whom they are fellow heirs,—ia whom they b ave 
redemption through his, blood,--who is the head 
of the body, the church, the firft-born from 
the dead,—in whom all fulnefs dwells,—-and. who 
made peace through the blood of his crofs.. He, 
fays the Apoitle “is the image of the invilible 
Gane But to reafon that ie ais the image of 
Gop, a5 a Son, and as a'Son.. he is Boon is to 
deltroy this part of his character altogether, and 
fay, “* as Gop. be is the zmage of Gon,” that is, 
either Gop is the image of h imfelf,—or, one Gop 
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is the image of another—or in the moft favourable 
acceptation, one in Deity is vifible, another is 


invilible. 


“We now come to the firft chaper of the Hebrews, 
where it is faid of the Son, that he is * Heir of: 
_ all things—the brightnefs of glory, and the exprefs 
image of his perfon,—that he made the worlds, 
and upholds all things,—that he was made fo much 
better than the Angels, as he hath by inheritance 
obtained a more excellent name than they—An- 
gels are commanded to worfhip him,—and he is 
called Gop : Thy throne, O Gop, isfor ever and 
ever.” All thefe expreflions are fuppofed proofs of 
naturak fonfhip, or that Fe/us Chri/t is Gop, as he 
is aSon. It is argued that the things faid of the 
Son, are proper only to Gop; therefore he is 
Gop, asheis aSon. But it is evident by a little 
eonfideration, that this conclufion has no counte- - 
nance, either from the fcope of the Epiftle in ge- 
neral,—this firft chapter in particular,—or the fe- 
veral particulars here attributed to the Son; all 
which I fhall confider very concifely. 


Tue Apofile wrote this epiftle to the Hebrews, 
who had embraced. chriftianity ; yet were fo far 
prejudiced in favour of Mo/aic rites and ceremonies, | 
as to think them neceflary to be joined to the got 
pel of Chrift On account of their profefling - 
chriftianity, they fuffered a kind of perfecution | 
from their gainfaying brethren, which, with their 
own prejudices, were ready to weaken their at- 
tachment to, and endanger their apoftatizing from 
the profeffion: of the chriftian religion. To pre- 
_vent this, and remove their prejudices, the Apoftle 
mtroduces a variety of arguments to prove the 
chriftian difpenfation to be tranicendently more 
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excellent than that under the Old Teftament. He- 
gives them a glorious defcription of Chri? in his 
complex character as EmMaNUEL,—in his offices as 
the great Legiflator and Adminiftrator of the oeco- 
nomy of Gop in creation, providence, and re- 
demption ; and particularly in his offices of Pro- 
phet, Prieff, and King. He proves at large that 
Chriff was greater than Angels :-—A greater law- 
giver than Mo/es:—A greater Prieft than Aaron :— 
-Agreater prince than Me/chifedec. He points out to 
them the fatal confequences of Apoftacy, the 
 bleffingsof perfeverance in the faith, and concludes 
the whole with a pathetic exhortation to ftead- 
fafinels. — Crees 


In this firft chapter he profecutes a part of this 
great plan, and mentions feveral things concerning 
Chriff, who is the great fubject of the epiftle, which 
infer moft evidently that heis truly and properly 
Gop, as well as man: But as the Apoftle’s icope 
as to fhew the excellency of EMmanue.t above ~ 
Angels, Mofes, &c. the whole of his reafoning muft 
be viewed as defcriptive of him in that chara¢ter, 
as God manifef? in fle/b, with a connotation 
of his offices, and the term Son of God, muft be 
limited to that fenfe, confiftent with the {cope of 
the epiftle. . 


SHouLD it be afked, what is the Apoftle’s 
fcope in this firft chapter: The anfwer is briefly 
given in the contents of our Engii/> common 
_ Bibles, “* Curist preferred to Angels.” Chrift, the 
Son of God, is the fubject, the whole is a defcrip- 


' tion of him. But if he is fpoken of as Ged under 


the title Son, then the whole is a defcription of 
Deity abfolutely confidered. Now can any one 
ever 


\ 
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ever imagine, that the Apoftle would wnte two 
whole chapters to prove that the eternal. God was 
greater than Angels, and a third to prove that. he 
was greater than Mo/és ? What occalion was there — 
for it? Who ever denied that.Gop was fuperior | 


“to all thofe the Son of God is contrafted with in this. 
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epiftle? The queftion with the unconverted He- 
brews was not about what Gop was; but who 
Fefus of Nazareth wast Whom they fuppoted only 
4 mere man, and none of the beit neither; not the 
promifed Mejiah, but an impoftor : And if we will 
not grant that the Apoftle is here. vindicating the 
character of the Me/iah from the falie charges of 
the Jews, but will confine the term Son, to; his 
Deity, we plainly affirm, that he took all this pains 
to prove what no body denied, and what had not 
the leaft relation to his purpofe ; except we ab- 
furdly fuppofe, that he deligned to. inculcate the 
notion of Two Gops. .- - ante 


We thal, now more particularly confider, the 
phrafes ufed here by the Apoitle; which have been 
commonly fo rendered and interpreted, as to make 
his. meaning included in them quite obfcure; and’ 
like the dark fide of the cloud which- was turned 
towards the Egyptians, the character of Chri/? given 
from them, has been rather confounding than. edify- 
ing. They have been generally forced in as proofs 
of his eternal generction, whereas if they are care- 
fully confidered, they will be found to prove a 
very different doctrine: For our ideas are confined 
to the character of Ghri/? as Emmanuel, concerned 
in the work of our falvation, from the confider- 
ation of thefe very expreflions being applied. to 
him, which have been io inadvertently, perverted 
to other purpofes. alight Se se: 


CBr") 


i verfes 1ft, and 2d, the Apoltle tells the He- 

| brews, that “ Gop who fpake i in times pait to their 
fathers by the Prophets, hath in thele laf days 
fpoken by his Son, whom he hath appointed heir of 
all things.’ —\t was furely Jesus Curist, as come 
in the flefh, who is here faid to {peak to them, 
who could not be appointed heir purely as Gop, 
for it was Gop who appointed him as dis Son; 
and delegation muft imply inferiority; for tho’ the 
perfon appointed or delegated, my be in other 

refpects equal to him or any of them who fend, 

impower, or communicate authority to him; yet, 

in that particular refpect in which he is Appointed, 
authorized, fent, ov deputed, he is certainly inferior. 
Therefore the Son being appointed as heir, mutt | 
refer to that part: of his character in which he is 

inferior, and fubject to the paternal authority of 
Gop, difplayed in the divine oeconomy, and 
evidently implied in the act of appointing or commu- 
nicating the power, right, or privilege of ‘heirfhip. 

Hence, Chri/t himfelt Tays, “© My father who gave 
them me, is greater than all.’* But this I fhall con- | 
fider a little further, when we come to the 4th 

verfe. : 


_ Awp before we enter upon the 3d, [muft obferve, . 
that there are many who with regard io receiving 
{entimentsin religion, act with mo: eindiflerence than 
they would doin pur chafing the meanett trifles in the 
world. In the latter cafe, they chufe to go if “potiible 
to the firft hand, and careful to have ‘their goods 
pure and unfophitticated, without adulteranon ; 
but they are far from being fo circumspect with 
regard to religion, which they can reccive adulte- 
rated with the inventions of men,—admit the 
meaning of paflages from interpolations and com- 


ments, “which rather fhew the fentuncnts of tie 
5 f : trandlator 
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tranflator or interpreter, than the mind of Gop’ 
_revealed in them. ‘Thus the feriptures are forced 
ito fpeak the language of fyftematics. Among 
\many paflages that have fuffered by fuch methods, 
ithis text is a moft glaring example, which com- 
‘monly rans thus when. cited, “¢ Who isthe bright- 
inefs of his father’s glory, and the exprefs image of 
‘his perfon.’’—And according to this reading, has — 
‘been fuftained an undoubted proof of eternal ge- 
‘neration; or Chrift being a Son, as he is God. But . 
af the reader will pleafe to take his Bible, he will 
‘fee that the words father and his, are mot even in 
' the Englith verfion. The tranflators have fupplied 
' the word his, and cuftom only has added father 
- to it, which is a grofs corruption of the text, and 
"tends to obfcure the obvious meaning of it. _ 


/ 


Tue firft claufe reads thus, ‘* Who being the 
brightnefs, fplendor, or refulgence of that glory.” 
The glory here refers to the divers manners in which 
Gop fpake to the fathers at fundry times, men- 
tioned in the firft verfe: And the plain eafy mean- 
ing is, that the Son, by whom Gop had {poken in 
the laft days, was the brightnefs or refplendence 
of all the glory exhibited, promifed, or prophetied | 
of in the Old Teftament difpenfation. The glory 
that was then revealed, was but like the dawn of 
the morning in comparifon of the noon-day fplen- 
dor of the fun of righteoufnefs: Such morning 
rays only announced the approach of the refulgent 
fon, who {pread abroad the glorious light of divine 
truth through the world, in the moft open, clear, 
and confpicuous manner. Fefus Chri? was the 
fpirit and fubitance of all the glory manifefted in 
the declarations, appearances, tabernacle, temple, — 
prieft-hood, and pompous fervices. They all cen- 
ter in him whofe character and work is the meri- 
| aa ata ~ dian 
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dian lufire, the excelling glory of what was more 

darkly faid and fhadowed . of him under the Old 
Teftament. The glorious appearances which were 
made, the glory of the tabernacle, temple, and 
prieft-hood, and efpecially that glory which ap- 
peared. from of the mercy feat, (to: which: this 
phrafe in the text may perhaps particularly allude) 
was externally ftriking to the ,fenfes, and often 
furprized the beholders : But not to be compar ed. 
with that permanent, fpivitual, and divine glory, 


which fhone {fo confpicuoully ; in the whole charac 
ter of JEsus OHMS: 


\ 


Tuo’ the latter Jewifo temple wanted many 
things that tended to Enhance the glory of the firit, 
as we are told by Hagga:.—(v) ‘* Whois among you 
that faw this houfe in her jirf? glory? and how do 
ye fee it mow? Is it not in your eyes in comparifon 
of it as nothing ¢ MNotwithftanding this preference 
with refpect to external glory, and feveral valuable 
privileges. fuited to that difpenfation, which were 
wanting in the latter temple; the fame Prophet 
tells us 35—(w) “FT will files all nations, and the de- 
fire of all nations fhall come, and I will fill this 
houfe with glory, faith the Lorp of hofts. The 
glory of this latter houfe /ball be greater than the for- 
mer, faith the Lorp of hofts.”” The prefence of 
Gop manifefted in flefh, did more than make up 
all defects in the latter temple, and. made it ex- 


| ceedingly excel the former in glory: Yea, witi 


refpect to all the glory of the Fewi/h oeconomy, 
the Apottle fays,—(») “ That which was made glo- 
rious, had no glory in this refpect, by reafon of 
the glory that excelleth, Wor if that which was 


done 


(v) Hag. iis 3. (mw) ver. 7,9. (4/2 Cor, iii, 10, 11, 


Co ae4 >) 


_ done away was glorious, much more that which re- 
maineth.’—The life of Chrif? here, was a moft glo- 
rious exhibition of the moral perfections of God,— 
his death an, amazing declaration of the love, 
mercy, and condefcenlion of .Ged,—his refurrection 
the cleareft difplay of the omnipotent power and 
unerring faithfulnefs of God,—his exaltation at 
God’s right hand,—kingly dignity, univerfal do- 
minion and government, and giving fuch holy 
and divine laws and ordinances for the perpetual 
order, comfort, and eftablifhment of his church, 
make up fuch a refulgence of glory, as made 


Tfaiah, under a prophetic view thereof, cry out to > 


the church with admiration,—(y) * Arife, fhine, for 


thy light is come, and the glory of Jewovau is rifen. 


upon thee.—JrHovau fhall arife upon thee, and 
his glory {hall be feen upon thee.—Rejoice ye with 


_Ferufalem, and be glad with her, all ye that love - 


her, rejoice for joy with her,—and be delighted 
with the abundance of her glory.” Not the boafted. 
glory of Sharon, Carmel, and Lebanon, which the 
Jews delighted fo much in; But the quinteffence 
and excellence of al/ ghry. “ The glory of JEHuo- 
vaH, the excellency of Eron1m,” He, whois 
the medium or mirror of all the divine perfections,— 
who exhibits all the glorious relations which Jruo- 
wan ftands.in to his church, Hence, fays Fobn,— 


(z) “ The worp was made flefh, and dwelt among - 
us, (and we beheld his glory, the glory as of the 


only begotten of the father) full of grace and 
truth.” “Paul tells us, (2) “In him dwelleth all 


the fulnefs of Deity bodily.’? Therefore he fays 


here with the utmoft propriety, “ Wuo 3s THE 


BRIGHTNESS OR REFULGENCE OF GLORY.” 


(3) Ua. Ix. 1,2, ibid. Ixvi, 10, rx. (z) Johni. 14. (a) Cok ii. 9. 


THE ‘ 


; 
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Tue next claufe in this verfe is. rendered, 
«The exprefs image of his perfon.”? The ordi~ 
nary fenfe impofed upon thefe words fo tranflated 
is, “* That Chrif? as a Son, is the effential image of 
the father’s perfon.”’ The inconfiftency of this fen- 
timent I confidered above. 


I swat here fhew that neither fuch words nor 
ideas are in the text. The Greek word xaeuzlne 
charader, which is not that I know of in the New 
Teftament, except in this verfe, fignifies literally 
a diftinguifbing mark : And »xerrecs ig a word com- 

_ pounded of hypo, under, and ftajis, a fration, and fo 
Siersily fienifies an under ftation, or foundation : 
And according to the ufe of it in this place, may 

- be juftly expreffed by the Englifh word condefcen- — 
jon. So the text will read, “ Who is the brightne/s 
or fplendor of glory, and the diftinguifbing mark of his 
condefcenfion.” ‘Vhis can have no relation to perfon 
at all. The word hypofafis, here tranflated- per- 

fon, 1s other four times in the New Teftament, in 
three of which, it is rendered confidence, and in the 
other fubjiance ; neither of thefe can have any re- 
Jation to perfon; nor is any of them the proper 
meaning of the word. ‘But what makes it pretty 
evident that foundation would be a better tranfla- 
tion of it is, that this word agrees better with the 
{cope of the Apoftle, in every place where it is ufed, 
than any other word it is rendered by. As for 

_example, (d) “ Faith is the firm foundation of things 
not feen, &c,’’ Inthe other three texts, (c) it is. 
confidence, but foundation would read much better, as 
the reader may fee by confulting the paflages. 


WHATEVER way ecclefiaftical writers may 
render this word, there is no claflical author that 
th . makes 

(6) Heb. xi.2. (¢) Cor. ix. 4 and xi, 17. Heb. iii. t4 


( 326 ) 

makes ufe of it to fignify perfon. Revelation would 
have appeared more clear, if Divines had taken 
words in their neareft fignification ; and not bor- 
rowed for them a remote fenfe, that they might be 
éafier adapted to fyftems compofed by themielves 
or others, as the meaning of Revelation. In this 
inftance, it is plain the text is wrefted to favour 
fome fuch purpofe, whereas the obvious meaning 
of it is agreeable to the {cope of Revelation in gene- 
ral, a glorious difplay of the character of Chri/? our 
Saviour, and conveys the ftrongeft idea of the great 
love and condefcenfion of Gop, expreffed in Chri/t. 
coming to fave finners. This is here fet forth asa | 
moft interefting part of his character. That he 
who was heir of all things,—by whom the worlds’. 
4were made,—who upholds all things,—who was - 
the brightnefs of glory, fhould humble himfelf to that 
low ftation he was in here, fubmit to a fhametul and 
ignominious death for /mners; out of voluntary 
and matchlefs condefcenfion! And that this is the 


idea included in the phrafe, is evident from what... : 


immediately follows, which is another branch of 
his character as the Saviour ofmen: * When he 
had by himfelf purged our fins, fat down on the 
right hand of the majefty on high.” 


In this view of the paflage, the ideas are con= 
nected, and quite agreeable to the fcope of the 
Apoftle, in prefenting to the Hebrews a defcription 
of the Son of Gop, as the fubftance and fplendor 
of all that difpenfation, in which they gloried fo 
much,—his coming to fave finners, the mo/? diftin~ 
guifoed mark of divine condefcenfion: And having 
finifhed his humiliation work, was advanced at 
Gon’s right hand, “* being made (as in the 4th 
verfe) fo'much better than the Angels, as he had. 

by 
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by inheritance obtained a more excellent name 
than they.” Whatever my/fferies others may thing | 


they fee in this patlage, as eternal generation,—natu- 


val fonfhip,—Chrift the effential image of the father’s 
perfon, &c. according to the plain meaning of the 
words, and the defign of the Apoftle’s argument 
in this part of the epiftle, the impartial examiner 
will fay with him,—(d) “ Wefee Jesus, who was 
made a little lower than the Angels, for the fuffer- 
ing of death, crowned with glory. and honour.” 
This is the beft comment on the paflage, given 
by the Apoftle himfelf. * . 
. ees ox 
{2.). Hebstiegetscos aah sec 

* T hope the impartial reader is fully convinced of the propriety 
of thefe obfervations, and that we have now attained to aclear 
and determined fenfe of this paffage, which hath:been not a little 
excruciating to interpreters. The embarraffment they have been 
under, was owing to their departure-from the fenfe of fcripture 
terms, which are clearly difcovered, and impofing a meaning upor 
them to favour do¢trines, which could not otherwife find any coun- 
tenance in fcripture: And in this inftance, as well as fome others, 
which we have had ‘occafion to notice before, -it is eafy to fee, 
’ how far they have departed from the plain fenfe of the terms: And 
' Wfo how eafily the inattentive may be mifled by ‘traditions and 
fyftems. When once ‘words acquire a meaning, which the writer 
did not intend they fhould convey, it is nothing ftrange, if the paf- 
fages where fuch words occur, appear dark and perplexed. In 
fach cafes, the reader generally brings ideas. to the paflages, which 
the writer was’ a ftranger to, and no wonder, if they are then in- 
tricate, and perhaps contradictory to him. There have been many 
complaints about the darknefs of icripture, which the readers have 
occafioned to themfelves, by ftriving to reconcile them to their own 
pre-conceived notions, which never were in the fcriptures; ‘but 
learned from fyftems compofed by men, who feem to have paid 
more regard to the traditions of their fathers as a rule, than the 
fpirit and {cope of the fcriptures. The veil that has been upon 
many paffages for centuries paft, is a moft glaring proof of this la-) 
mentable fa&t: And, ’tis no way furprifing, that the veil of error 
hath fo long remained over texts, which have been once mifcon- 
ftrued in favour of doétrines invented by men: For the falfe inter- 
pretation being ofice received,—error fubftituted and eftablithed 
for truth, it is afterwards taken for granted, and continues a re- 
ceived do¢trine without examination. Hence tranfubftantiation, 
purgatory, &c. continue among Papifts, and other fifter‘myfteries 
ih the reformed churches,—glofied over by interpreters, and ne 
see) cated 
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Iw the 4th verfe, the Apoftle tells us, that “ he 
was made much better than the Angels, as he hath 
by inheritance obtained a more excellent name than 
they. For unto which of the Angels faid he at 
any time, thou art my Son, this day have I be- 
gotten thee? And again, J wz// be to him:a father, 
and he foal] be tomea Son.” It is here faid, that 
he opTAINED the name Son oF Gop by inheri- 
tance, which is.direétly contrary to an eternal fon- 
Soip, by an at of generation. Were he natu- 
rally, and eternally a Son, it could not be faid with 
any propriety that he obtained this name by inheri- 
tance ; but thisthe Apoftle fays hedid, while others 
in effect fay, he did not, but it was natural to him 
as he is Gop.. The inquiring chriftian may deter- 
mine for himfelf, which of thefe fentiments he 


- fhould hold for truth; both he cannot, as they are 


directly oppolite. 


Ir is manifeft on the face of the text, that by 


| his obtaining this excellent name by inheritance, he 
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was made fo much better than Angels. Now, this = 
muit be fomething ot eternal, for then it were not 


_ obtained, nor he made thereby better than Angels, 
_ who were not in being.—And how ridiculous is it 


_; to fappofe, that Gop obtained a name by inberi- 


tance, to make him better than Angels ? which is the 


: plain language of the Apoftle, if it is true, that 


CHRIST 


cated as neceffary truths by leaders in religion, they have been fwal« 
lowed for ages with very little ceremony, and held equally facred 
with the abufed texts, which they are fuppofed to be taken from.’ 
_ But when this, or any other text, is refcued from the perplexed, 
incoherent ideas commonly prefixed to it; and prefented to the 
reader in that fimplicity and plainnefs fo peculiar to the icriptures, 
clearly connected with the writer’s fcope, and the character of Chrift 
in revelation, it muft ftamp a value on the difcovery to all who love 
the truths of Gop, exhibited in their own original beauty and dix 
vine. purity. . a 


} 
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_Curisr isa Son, asheis Gop. But it is evident 
_ from this text, that his fonthip belongs to his 
oeconomical character, in. which the Apoitle is 
treating of him here, and with. the utmoit pro- 
priety fays, “ He was made fo much better than the 
Angels, as he hath by inberttance obtained a. more 
excellent name than they,’ / 


Ir fhould heré be remarked,. that what the 
‘{eriptures fay concerning Chri? as an Heir, or 
Lirft-born, which are terms of the fame import 
‘when applied to him, moftly refer to fome part of 
his exalted, character after his death... This. is 
pretty clear from the Apofle’s regicning, in this 
chapter. “ Gop,—hathin thefe daft days fooken 
by his Son, whom he hath appointed beir. of all 
things,—-who is: the brightnefs .of glory, and the 
difinguithing mark of his condefeenfion, when he 
had by himielf purged cur fins, fat down on the 
right-hand af the majeity on high: Being made 
fo much better than Angels, as he hath by inbert- 
fance obtained a more excellent name than: they.— 
Thou haft loved righteoulnefs, and hated iniquity ; 
therefore Gop, thy Gop hath anointed thee with 
the oil of gladnefs above thy fellows.” He told his. 
difciples after his refurrection, ‘¢ That all power in, 
heaven and earth was given unto him,” which was 
the accomplifhment of the promife made concern~ — 
ing him in the Pfalms,—(e) “ Alfo I will make nm, 
my firft-born, higher than the kings of the earth.” } 

: 20 tee The 


te} Pla, Ixxxix. 27, ae 
+ The tranflators have thought fit to fupply the word yp in. 
this text, but it evidently mars the fenfe, as it makes it contain cn= 
ly one promife,—and fuppofes the firfi-born to be the perfon con- 
cerning whom this promife is given, of being.‘ made, higher than 
the kings of the earth.” Whereas it is plain that the text, without 
this fuppiement, includes two promifes; the one, “1 will make 
i ee Mim 
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7 The nent verfe of this chapter I had occafion to. 
confider before, and fhall not detain the reader any 
Jonger on a fubjec fo clear: ' 


But come to another text in this epiftle, which 
is made an argument for eternal fonfhip,—(/) 
“The law maketh men high priefts which have 
infirmities; but the word of the oath which was 
fince the law, maketh the Son, who is confecrated 
(or as in the margin, perfected) for evermore.” 
¥rom this text they reafon, “‘that as thofe who 
«: had infirmity were MEN before they were Prieits ; 
« {> Chriff wasa Son before bis invefiiture in the 
-* prieftly office ; confequently his fonfhip did not 
“¢ arife from his priefthood.”’ a 

Anf. 


wos (f) Heb. vii. 28. Ss 
him frft-born; the other explanatory of the former: I will make 
him fuch a frf-born, asto be higher than the kings of the earth. 
This is clear from the fcope of the whole paflage, beginning at the 
zoth verfe, where we have the defignation of Chrif# to his work of 
‘mediator, which is followed by feveral promifes of aid and fupport, 
in going through the arduous work of humiliation, with the faith 
and confidence he ‘fhould exprefs in Gop, as his father, and the 
rock of his falvation; then follow feveral promifes that refpe@ His 
exatation, ** Alo, faith Goo, will I make him frf-born.” What 
him? ‘Thephrafeology points it out as another promife made to the 
fame perfon mentioned before: And this primogeniture was to be 
of fuch a fort, as to admit. of no equal.. ‘He fhould be heir to an 
inheritance of fuch glory, extent, and duration, as every way to 
‘excel the kings of the earth. ‘Hence, it is faid, ‘‘ I will fet him on 
high, becanfe he hath made my name known.” To the fame pur- 
pole are the other texts, where heis. called frfi-born, “ Fefus Chrift 
the ji? begotten of the dead, and the prince of the kings of the 
‘garth.--He is the head of the body, the churcl!: Who is the ‘be-' 
ginning, the jirf#-dorn from the dead; that in all things he might 
have the pre-eminence.” Now, if this primogenial right, confer- 
red on Fe/is Carif, refers to his exaltation atter he had finifhed 
the work of mar’s redemption, as revelation -plainly declares it 
does, how can it have any relation to a natural and necefary primo- 
geniture, orto his being a Soa, as he is God ?: 'This by no ‘means 
deftroys the idea of priority included in that text, ‘He is the firit- 
‘born of every creature.” The ideas are very diftingt : The one te- 


i 
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Anf. Tu ® argument here is merely f{pecious, it 
may amufe the unwary, but has no relation to the 
poitit it is brought to prove. For the gueftion is 
not, whiether he was a Son before he attually en- 
tered upon the office of priefthood ? But whether 
his divine perfon was eternally begotten, and fo \ 
an eférnal Son? Ynot only grant, but hold it as a 
principle, that the confideration of his fonfhip, as 
Lmmanuel, was neceflary in order of nature -(to 
{peak as men) before even his ordination. to his 
office ds mediator, | much more his actual invelti- 
ture in the office of priefthood ; which is more than 
can be drawn from the text : But what does even ; 
this fay for eternal generation, which the text is / 
‘brought to prove? The moft that’ can be alledged' 
from. it is, that he was. a Son before his inveiti- 
ture in that office, by the word of the oath, which 
was fince the law, this might be even after his_in- 
carnation. As to what the Pfalmiit fays of his 
oe ee ee 
fers to his early exiftence: The other to his being put in poffeffion 
- of the power and privileges of Gon’s firft-born, after he had finith- 
ed the. work the father gave himto do.) Raat: 
There is a moft emphatical. idea -of the exfent of the Mefiah’s 
“kingly power and government, expreffed in aiancient prophecy by 
Baalam. Num. xxiv. 17. “I fliall feé him; but not now; 1 fhall 
behold him, but not nigh: There fhall proceed a flar out ot Faeab, 
anda f{ceptre fhall rife out of I/rael, and fhall {mite the corners of 
Moab, and defroy all the children of Seth.” Seth was the fon of 
Adam,whom Gop gavehim; inittead of Abel; whotn Cain flew. As . 
all Cain’s pofterity was deftroyed by the flood, it was the-race of 
Seth only, that was favedin the Ark. ‘Therefore the whole world 
asnow the children of Seth. The idéa then; that is conveyed by 
the laft claufe of the yerfe, as we have it tranflated, is, that the Mefiad 
» foould déftray the whole world of mankind / But it reads, he fhall un- 
WALL, or have wiinterrupted dominion and power over all the children 
of Seth, which réfpects, his univerfal rule and goverument over 
the whole world, and is agreeable to many other prophefies and 
and promifes concerning him. Pia. Ixxii. 8. “ He fhall have do- 
minion from fea to fea, and from thé river to the ends of the earth. 
Pfa. ii. 8. Atk of me, and I {hall giye thee the heathen for thine in- 
heritance, and the uttermoft parts of the earth for thy poffeffion.” 
All which refer tothat exalted Rate of government he was raifed 
to, after his fufferings here, and refurrection from the dead. 
; f i ec p. 183. S 
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pricithood, it may be to point out his excellency ak 


“above figurative priefts ; ; and exhibit his character 
that’ he might be known when manifefted in fiefh, 
4s the end and fubitance of Melchizedecian and 
“Aarohical priehoods : And tho’-{poken in the pre- 
fent ‘tentfe, yet refers to things future : But will as 
‘natively prove Melchizedec to be an. eternal es oa 

that  Chrift was. é/ ney Pagalten. 


Pe BY text. fay S, the Son was confecrated to best 2) 
Pret: but will any fay his pure Deity could be 
confecrated or perfected? Or that he could be our 

Pref, 2 icliout the. confideration of his human na- 
appointment 6) Or Snderabing and affhinpiices 
‘of this’ office “of ’priefthood.. So, that inftead of 


the’ text’ proving eternal generation, (ike | glthe i 


teft, ‘as I Hope the reader plainly fees) it is.an evi- 
dent® proof of ‘his ‘béing a. Son, in his complex 
character as the glorious EMMANUEL. 

i pig RE yet remain. two. texts, ‘which are : not 
ice reckoned proofs. of Chri? s natural fonfhip, 
but are fuppofed fuflicient to’ prove the terms Fa- 
ther, Son, Word, and Hsly Ghoft, natural, neceflary, 
and effential in Deity. One ‘is our. Lorp’s com 
mand to his Apottles,—(y) “ Go. ye therefore and 
teach all nations; baptifing them in the name of 
the Father, and of the Son, and of the Holy Ghoft.’”” 
From which it is argued in favour of Chrift being © 

aSon,'as he is Gop, “* That as baptifm is a folemn 
“6 ‘act ‘Of, divine worthip, it muft be adminiftered in 
“the name of a divine: perfon, therefore Son 
“in the text muft exprefs his divine nature. 
$f, Whereas if the term Son’ refers to one, as he is 


ag * mediator, 


f») Matt. xxvili. 19, 


Co$23) 


< mediator, then we are baptifed in the name of 
“‘ two divine perfons in their higheft titles; and in 
“‘ the name of the other, in his lower and inferior 
* title: and character.’ ..' 


Anf.. Tuis reafoning is extremely weak, for 
it takes for granted that the terms Father and Holy 
Ghoft, are titles that exprefs the divine nature of 
two perfons; but thefe I have fhewed to be oeco- 
nomical, confequently the argument is without any 

' foundation, and can conclude nothing in favour 
_of natural fonfhip: And I think by confidering the 
fubject a little, it will appear a fair evidence of the 
names Father, Son, and Holy Ghoft being cecono- 

_mical.- As this was the way our Lorp command- 
ed his Apoftles to initiate the Gentile nations into 
the chriftian religion, in or zmtothe name of the 
Father; Son, and Holy Ghof?, thefe names muft have 
a {pecial relation to the religion they were to take 
on the badge of, or the ufe of them would be 
infignificant in that ordinance, efpecially to hea- 
thens, who had no notion of three confiftent with 
the unity of Deity, nor. the religion they under 
thefe characters were, difplayed in. 


To fay they were baptifed into the belief ofa 
Trinity abitractedly confidered, is faying they were 
baptifed into what neither they nor the Apoftles 
knew any thing about, feeing there is no fuch re» 
velation in Deity. Befides, this would not have 
been baptifing into the chriftian religion; as it is 
moft certain, that abfolute Deity is equally related 
to Fewifh and chrifizan religion, that is, has no 
manner of relation to either. The knowledge we 
have of Gop, is in what he hath revealed; faith 

_ in Gop is founded upon that knowledge we attain 
from revelation, which is a difplay of his perfec- 
, tions 
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fons in création, providence, and redemption ; in 
the laft of which, he hath made himfelf known as 
three diftin® agents, under the names of Father, 
Son, and Holy Ghoft, each reprefented as having 
. peculiar work in that divine tranfaction. So that 
the whole of redemption is contairied in the worf 
of the Father, the worf of the Son, and the work. 
of the Holy Ghoft ; confequently béing baptifed — 
into their names; is profefling to believe the whole 
ef the chriftian religion, which thefe names are fo 
neceffarily connetted with ia ewery part, as to be 
thé fum of the whole, and in fuch matiter, as. 
every chriftiati may fay, take thefe — om os 
#eligsOP, and what have | more ? . 


T nH other text iepit ony « There are dice that 


_ bear record in heaven, the Father, the Word, and 


the Holy Ghoft : And thefe three are oné.? As I 

have proved the terms Father, Word, and Holy 
Ghoft, to be veconomitally applied to Gop, it 
might here fuffice ; for if it 1s-a truth, there is no 
£éxt ih revelation that will contradiét ify But left 
the friends of the other opinion fhould imagine. 
they are left in full poffeffion of this text, I thall 
very briefly thew how little it is to their purpofe. 


Hers again I meet with the philofophical gen- 
tleman formerly mentioned, who deduces feveral 
arguments froin this text, to prove his beloved 
- tenet eternal generation : and as he reduces his rea- 
foning into the form of fyllogifms, I fhall lay them 
before the reader, Who may judge how much they 
are to his purpole. 


a ee T HE pte the Word, << the it Ghoft, 
c yee ate 
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** are the three fubjects {poken of in the text, 1 John 
“ y.7.—But the three fnbjects {poken of in the text, 
* are fpoken of as perfons in God-head.—Ergo, 
«¢ The Father, the Word, and the Holy Ghoft, are 
“ fpoken of in the text, as perfons in the God, 
“head ; That is, one asa divine perfon is called 
** the Father, another as a divine perfon is called: 
“the Word, and a third as a divine perfon is cal- 
“led the Holy Ghott.” hl ioaae 


“Ty fubjects or divine perfons fpoken of in 
“ the text, 1 John v. 7. are fpoken of as they are-— 
** But the fubjects or divine perfons fpoken of in 
“ the text, are the Father, Word, and Holy Ghoft. 
“ —-Froo, the fubjects or divine perions {fpoken of 
“in thetext, are fpoken of as they are the Father, 
“‘ the Word, and the Holy Ghoft.” , 

_ HERE, reader, is a brace of fyllogifms for you. 
—Carefully view the two great pillars on which a 
fundamental article of religion ftands,—fo abfo- 
lutely neceflary in this gentleman’s account, that 
to deny it, he fays, is to “* make faith vain,—fal- 
“¢ vation void,—a chimera,—all chriftianity a mere 
‘- phantom,—to fap the foundation of all chriftian 
“ religion, and enervate the hope of eternal hap- 
“* pineds.”” 


Bu T one would think as the whole of religion 
depends upon this article, it would be fo clearly 
revealed in the word of Gop, that every one, the 
clown as well as the philofopher, might know and 
underftand it. Isit then mentioned in exprefs words ? 
No. Can it be found by comparing texts together? 
No, not without. forced interpretations. Is there 
any other revelation than the Bible, to. cer- 
tify us of its truth and importance? No, without 
3 we 
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we take the diGates of men fora revelation. What 
evidence then is it attended with to merit our cre- 
dit; and how fhall we come by that evidence ? 
We muft become Logicians, and learn to reafon 
metaphyfically : Confequently | the beft Logicians _ 
are the beft chriftians ; Or, it is Logic that makes | 
the chriftian. This cardinal point muft then (as I 
dare fay it does) remain unintelligible to. the gene- 
ality of mankind, fince it requires a train of tyllo- 
vgiftical reafoning to bring the evidence on which it 
refts to their view: Or they muft (which isa much 
fhorter way) believe it upon the authority of the 
Jearned ; but {till this’ will not be them faith, but 
the Logician’ s: And if they pretend to judge for 
themfelves, they lie open to impofition, as 19 
‘of 20 among profeffed chriftians do not know the' 
difference betwixt a well formed fyllogifm upon 
rules of ratiocination, and a fophifm artfully com- 
pofed ; fo that they are fill at the mercy of the. 
Rabbies. : 


H o w miferably bs religion heck tortured by 
learned contenders for. the faith delivered to fyftem= 
atics, who have muftered great numbers of {fyllo- 
gifms pro & con, adorned with all the trappings of | 
mood and fisure;. and by all ‘appearance, rather 
contending who ‘{hould appear the moft acute rea- 
foner or belt Logician, than who fhould moft elu-- 
cidate the truth, which has been left buried under 
the rubbifh of {cholaftic fubtilties ? What advantage 
has religion received from all the dialectical fubtil- 
ties of Tho. Aquinas, Duns Scotus, and other modern 


critics, who have attempted to reduce'it toafyftem 


of f{cholaftic: niceties, fitter to be the fport of 
{chookboys, than the ftudy of fober minds? 

Thanks be to Gop that all neceflary truths in 
religion are «clearly revealed in his own word. On 


he : 


Se) 
this all our hopes and comfort depend. The evi- 
dence arifing from fuch abftrufe reafoning in fa- 
vour of religion, which not one in a hundred 
knows any thing about, will give the immortal 
foul very little fatisfaction, upon a ferious confide- 
ration in view of death and judgement. 


“A's I write not for the Literati, but to further 
the inftruction of fuch as can and do read their 
Bible, and chufe i for their guide, it would be 
entirely befide my plan, to enter into a courfe of 
intricate reafoning ; I only beg their leave to ftep 
afide for a moment to fpeak with this gentleman 
anchis town file 7 

Sir, your fyllogifms cannot be admitted as fair 
arguments to prove the point you maintain. The 
firft, you found upon there being three fubjects in 
the text, whereas according to your own method 
of reafoning there are four. A Logical fubject is 
that of which fomething is predicated. Now Unity 
is as capable of predication as Trinity: For it is as 
true that the wnrty in the text is three, as that the 
three aré one. Now, as there are four fubjects in 
the text, your fyllogifm, Sir, fhould have run thus, 
«The Father, the Word, the Holy Ghoit, and the 
Dnity, are the four fubjects {poken of in the text, 
i John v. 7. But the four fubjecs fpoken of in the 
text, ‘are’ {poken’of as’perfons in the God-head.— 
Ergo, the Father, the ‘Word, the Holy Ghott, and 
the’ Unity, are fpoken of as perfons in the God- 
head” —Thefe premifes are full as good as the for- 
mer, and confequently the conclufion. This makes 
void your argument in its firft form. 
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But fhould both your major and minor be der _ 
nied, the conclufion mutt fall of courfe. The major, — 
upon the authority. of the text itfelf, which fays, 
«* Thefe three are one.’ So that thereis but one - 
fubject in the text. The minor, I have fhewed te 
be falfe, by proving at large from {cripture evi- 
dence, that the terms Father, Word, and Holy 
Ghoft, are oeconomically. applied. to the divine 
three, and fo are not natural. and eflential. to them | 
as perfons. in Deity... With equal. propriety, Sir, 
you may draw fuch coaclufions from every text, 
where any of the covenant characters of the facred 
three are mentioned ; but would it not be abfurd 
to infer from thence, that all the names they bear 
in fcripture, are eflential to their nature as perfons 
in Deity? . ; | 

Buf feeing this mconveniency, I fuppofe, and 
to avoid it as much as your caufe would allow, 
you formed the fyllogifm in a different drefs, in 
which the weight of the argument depends upon 
the words as they are. But pray, Sir, who denies 
that the facred three are fpoken of as they are ? The 
text fays they are Father, Word, and Holy Ghoft; 
but what ts that to eternal generation, or natural and 
eternal proceffion, which you were to prove from the. 
text Therefore, to fpeak in the diale@ical ftile, — 
your argument, Sir, is Jgnoratio Elenchi 3 for it has 
no connection with the matter in. difpute: And as_ 
in both forms of the argument, you chufe for pre- - 
mules what is not granted, and what you have not: — 
proved to’ be true; I may, agreeable to the rules 
of Logic, reject your conelufion, and tell you the — 
argument is only.a fophifm, commonly called Peritio 
Principii, or what goes by the name of begging the 
queftion. If better arguments cannot be Seite to 

: _ fup- 
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fupport your 'caufe, it muft fooa be very low in 
the efteem of all who impartially fearch the 
icriptures, | ein 


Now, Reader, IT dare fay you are not much 
wifer either by this gentleman’s fyllogifms, or my 
remarks upon them. Such has been too often the 
effect of the fcholaftic manner of difputing about 
~~ from texts, that is, never coming nearthem : 
And that we don’t: err inthe fame manner, let us 
return to the text, Interpreters’ have commonly | 
detached this verfe from the Apoftle’s fcope, and 
confidered it as “a definition of Deity, and the man- 
ner how the divine perfons exift‘'in the divine na- 
ture.’ If there is any thing of this kind in the 
text, it muft be in the laft claufe, “ thefe three are 
one,” which is a fact divinely attefted; but. how 
the one is three, or the three ong, or how either 
exifts can be colle@ted from the words, is far be-. 
yond my comprehenfion, and muit be referred to 
curious wits, who are fond of knowing what no, 
‘man can know; and fubjecting that to a definition, / 
which is infinitely beyond all definition, Poor clods | 


of duft, that will prefume to define the Gop that | 
made them! Deity is not the fubject of definition. 
All definitions limit things, but Deity is unlimit- 
ed, and cannot come within the Jaws or limits of ; 
definition. 


\ 
} 
; 
: 


Ig the Apoftle’s fcope is attended to, it will ap- 
pear evident that he is proving the truth of the. 
character of the Me/fiah, and the religion which he 
eftablithed ; Or, as he fays himfelf, (a) “ That Fe/us- 
is the Son of God.’ He produces fix witnefles, 
three of which are in the text, “ There are cate 

i hag 


(a) ver, 5. 
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that bear record.’”—To what? That Jesus was the 
Son or Gop, the Saviour of the world. Who 
are the witnefles? “The Father, the Word, and 
the Holy Ghoft”? The fame who are mentioned in 
other texts, as bearing witnefs that Jesus was the 
true Messtau.— 6)“ The Father himfelf, which hath 
fent me, hath born witneis of me.” This he did 
with an audible voice from heaven, both..at,his 
baptifm and transfiguration.—(c) “* Jesus. anfwer- 
ed,—though I bear witnefs of myfelf, yet. my re- 
cord is true. For this caufe came I into the world, 
that I fhould bear witnefs to the truth—lI am the 
way, the truth, and the life.” He bore witnefs to 
his own character, to Pau/ at his converfion, and 
to. Fohn in the ifle of Patmos.—(d)“ And we-are 
his witneffes, and fo alfois the Holy Ghoit.’* Wha 
in a.confpicuous manner bore witneis to his being 
the Meffiah, the Son’ of God,:in. his vilible reiting 
upon him at his baptifm,—in all the miracles he 
wrought, which he days were. done through the 
power of the Spirit,—and in that plentiful effufion 
at Pentecoft, whereby his difciples were qualified.to — 
fpread his name and doétrine through the world: 
And Fobn tells us in the verfe. immediately pre- 
ceding the text, “It is the Spirit that beareth 
witnefs.”—Thus the three witnefles bare record, 
and gave tellimony to the’ incarnate Fe/fus, the 
Son or Gop. To the fame purpofe are other 
evidences upon record, The {criptures of the Old 
Teftament— John the Bapti/?—his own divine works, 
—the water and the blood,—his refurreGtion and 
afcenfion,—with the evidence of the twelve Apoftles, 
ali which. teftify the fame truth that Jesus was the 
true-Meffiah, the fent of God, who came to die and 
ee | * fis adits 


(3) John v. 37. (c) ibid. vii, 14. and xvili. 37. (d) Adts v. S. 
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rife again, according to the fcriptures. This was 
the teft of difciplefhip, as ohn in this paflage ex- 
preiles it, “© Who is he that overcometh the world, 
but he that believeth that Jesus is the Son oF 
Gop ¢” om 


Bu T it isvery ftrange that there is never amongall 
thefe teftimonies, the leaft hint concerning this 
effential article eternal generation, which they would 
{crew out of this and many other texts, contrary 


to the fpirit and defign of the truths conveyed 
in them! 


{ 
on 
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CONCLUSION. 


& TOW, reader, as lam done with thefe texts, 
Wand have not to my knowledge overlooked. 
any one that is:commonly taken to favour eter- 
nal generation: So 1 hope it appears evident, that 
none of thefe have any relation to it. It is matter 
~ of wonder how any confiderate perfon fhouldlay fuch 
weight upon this as an effential article of religion, 
while it hath no countenance at all in revelation : 
Whereas were it of fuch confequence as fome would 
have the world believe, it might be expected ta 
be clearly revealed, as all articles of religion necef- 
fary to falvation really are, 


From the whole, it is abundantly clear, that 
the appellations or titles fo frequently given our 
Lord and Saviour in revelation, Word,—Son of God, 
—Son of man,—Meffiah,—Chrift Fefus,—Lamb of 
God,—only begotten,—firft-born,—Heir, &c. are fy- 
nonimous in the general idea which they convey . 
of the perfon fpoken of, all relating to him as Em- 
manuel the Saviour : And if any unprejudiced per- 
fon fhall keep this in his eye in reading the fcrip- _ 
ture, efpecially the New Teftament, where they > 
moft frequently occur, I may venture to promife 
a more eafy, plain, and fatisfactory account of the ~ 
charaéter of Chri/?, than he ever faw before, when | 
falfely conceiving fome of thefe terms to have a 
refpect to pure Deity, or what is commonly called 
eternal generation. : 


bie oe 
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_ Tis matter concerning the character of Chri? 
being fet in a fair light, and eftablifhed upon {crip- 
ture arguments, takes off the force of many pre- 
tences againit his proper Deity, arifine from the 
fuppofed derivation of one divine perfon from ano- . 
ther in Deity, and a fuppofed act of eternal genera- 

- tion producing a co-eflential, eternal fon; which 
things are not exprefled or implied in any part of 
revelation, and are acknowledged on ‘all fides to 
be great and incomprehenfible difficulties. 


A> GReaT part of what is objected againit the \ 
Deity-of Chriff, is founded upon the human def- | 
nitions of Gop. Some haughty mortals have un- | 
dertaken to tell what Gop is, and becaufe the ° 
complex character which we have of him in fcrip- | 
ture, does not anfwer their definitions, they can- | 
not apprehend how he can be Gop. By con- | 
founding of things they confufe their own ideas,~ | 
and lofe the truth. Ifsimilitude of attributes ar- | 
gues a famenefs of moral rectitude and: chatacter, | 
the fcriptures have fairly determined \Fefus Chrift 
to be Gop; for there is not*any revealed attri- © 
bute or perfection’ of Gop, but what isin the © 
plaineft terms afcribed to him. But what the phy- -: 
fical: eflence of Gop is, the Books of revelation. | 
have no where declared. | 


Aut attempts are vain to define the manner of | 
the exiftence of a fupreme caufe. This far in ge- 
neral we may argue with certainty, that a caufe or 
being, that has in nature no fuperior caufe, and: 
therefore is alfo unproduced, and independent, | 
muft be felf-exiftent: That is, exiftence muft be 
effential to him; or, fuch is his nature, that he. 
. cannot but be. Every being muft either exilt of 
itfelf, or not of it/elf: That which exifts not : a 

eit, 


_ any other. 
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felf, muft derive its exiftence from fome other, oe 


and fo be dependent: But the Being mentioned 
above is independent, and. uncaufed. The root of 
his exiftence is no where but in his own nature: 
To fuppofe it any where elfe, is to fuppofe a fupe- 
yior caufe to the fupreme, which is a contra- 
diction. 


Sucu a Being muft be eternal and infinite. 


Eternal, becaufe there is no way by which fuch a 
being can’ begin, exiftence being of his nature. 
Infinite, becatife his exiltence cannot be enone by 


} 


Su cu a Being is above all things that come 
under our cognizance; and theretore the manner 
of his exiftence mult be above all our conceptions. 


ae neceffarily exifts. But there is nothing falls 


within our comprehenfion of that kind. Weknow 
of no being, but what we can imagine it not to be 
without any contradiction to nature, but this Su- 
preme Being himfelf. With refpect to him, we know 
by reafoning, that there mu/? be one Being,whocannot 


be fuppofed xot to be, as certainly as we know any 


thing at alls Tho’ at the fame time we cannot 
know him, and sow he eni/ts. Adequate ideas of 
eternity and infinity are above us, who are Jinites. 
What relation ‘or analogy there is betwixt time, 
which is a fucceflion of moments, and eternal, un- 


changeable exiftence;—how any being fhould be no 
older now, than he was five thoufand years AZO, 


} 


&c. are {peculations which involve ants minds i in 
Bes difficulties. 


‘A's our minds ate Site, they cancot without acon- 


» tradiction comprehend whatis infinite. What tho’ they 
were enlarged to ever fo greata capacity, yetfo longas 
they 
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they retain their general nature, and continue to be 
of the fame é7nd, they would by that be only ren 
dered capable to apprehend more and more jinite ideas $ 
out of: which, however increafed or exalted, no 
pofitive ideas of the perfection of Gop can ever be 
framed. In the nature ofa perfect infinite being, 
there can be nothing fite, nor any compofition of 
jnites. Tho’ we cannot comprehend his effence 
and manner of being; yet we may fay with cer- 
tainty, that he is free from all defects. _ 


Ir is extremely inconfiftent for us to talk about 
how the fupreme incorporeal Being exifts, as if we 
comprehended his nature, while we do not com- 
prehend the nature of the moft inferior /pirits ; 
nor have any conceptions even of matter ittelf di- 
vefted of its accidents : When we cannot turh our- 
felves any way, but we are accofted with fome- 
thing above our underftandings, befides the num- 
berlefs undefcried regions, with their feveral {tates 
and circumftances, which our philofophy has never 
yet frequented.—If we cannot penetrate fo far as to 

_difcover the nature and effects of them, is it to be 
expected that we fhould, that we can, fee the myf- 
teries of Js nature, who is the fupreme caufe 


of all? 


W © may and ought in our conceptions of Gop, 
to remove from him what are defects in ourfelves, 
as want of life, ignorance, impotence, acting in- 
confiftently with truth, and the like; thefe are de- 
fects in us, and would be much more fo in him, 
therefore cannot in any fenfe be afcribed to him. 
For as ignorance is the fame in every fubject, we 
‘underftand what it is, and may literally deny that 
it belongs to Gop: The like may be faid of his 
power, &c. Tho’ we do not underitand how he 

| XX knows 
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knows things, and his manner of operation. Thus 
we may fpeak, without pretending to comprehend 
his nature. 


In like mannerwemay draw conclufions from the 
confideration of his works, in the production and 
government of the world, without pretending to 
comprehend the manner of his exittence. So far 
from this, that a juft contemplation of his works, 
will lead to the neceflity of acknowledging, that 

there muft be an incomprehenfible Being at the 
head of them: And tho’ we do not comprehend 
the mode or manner in which the world depends 
upon him, and he influences and difpofes things, 
_ becaufe this enters into the knowledge of his na-— 
ture, the one cannot be underitood without the 
other: Yet when we fee things, which are not 
felf-exiftent, and plainly obferve an oeconomy and 
» defign in the difpofition of them, we may conclude 
there is fome Being, upon whom their exiftence de- 
pends, and by whom they are modelled and 


managed. - e : 

Bu T great care fhould be taken in all our beha- 
viour towards Gop, that we make no falfe repre- 
 fentation of him. We muft take care not. to re- 

prefent him by any picture or image, either men- 
tal or material, for this is to deny at once his in- 
corporiety, and incomprehenfible nature, &c. . So 
far from this, the language we ufe when we fpeak _ 
of him ought not only to be well chofen, but alfo 
underftood in the moft fublime fenfe poflible: And 
the fame care is neceflary with refpect.to our 
thoughts. For tho’ our terms be the moft reve- 
rent and proper that we can conceive, he is ftill 
fomething above all our conceptions. For as. the 
mode of his exiftence and effential, attributes are 

| incom- 
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incomprehenifible by ws, out words and phrafes, and 
the objects of our faculties, mutt be inadequate ex- 
preffions of them. 


As for example, when we fpeak of his mercy; 
we muft not by mercy underftand what is called 
compaffion in us, which is attended with a certain 
uneafinefs; and therefore cannot be afcribed to Gop » 
in that fenfe we afcribe it to ourfelves, whofe 
affections aré moved by pathetic arts of rhetoric, 
or tears of importunity ; but there can be no al- 

teration fuppofed in the Deity, tho’ from the weak- 
- nefs of our underftanding, we denominate the per- 
fections of Gop varioully, as he exerts himfelf on 
this or that occafion. 


PERHAPS it may be affirmed upon good 
grounds, that among men there is nothing that re- 
fembles the mercy of Gop. So different are the 
ideas we have of what is called mercy among men, - 
as to the objects, extent, caufes, and manner of 
fhewing it, that there is not any example which 
feems to have the leaft relation to the true idea we 
oughtto have of God’s mercy revealed in his word. 
Among criminals they are pardoned who appear 
tobe leaf? guilty;—in fhewing mercy, the preference 
is given on account of fome circumftances in the 
crimes, or in the perfons who commit them. Men 
fhew mercy in pardoning fuch as injure them, 
when the offender repents, and perhaps muft crave 
_ forgivenefs. Mercy is fhewed to the miferable, 
‘from thé impreffions the nature and degree of the 
mifery hath upon men’s feelings, which depends 
_ upon the art of reprefenting the cafe, or the dif- 
pofition the perfons are in to be affected with it. 


BurT 
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Bur the mercy of Ged is extended to the chief of 
finners, the mo/? guilty,——not becaufe they repent, nor 
on account of any good qualities in them more than’ 


others; but the mercy contained in his-promife, all 


fovereign, and free,. being fhewed them in. forgivin g 
their offences, moves them to repentance ; Or, ra- 
ther (to {peak more agreeable to the gofpel) is the: 


 caufe of that gracious, change in them, and thefe 


new difpofitions to love Gop and hate fin, which 
‘is dn effect peculiar to the divine caufe, the mercy of 
‘God —Nor is this mercy fhewed, becaufe of any 
feelings their mifery can excite in Gop from any 


form of repreientation; (which I doubt we too . 


often imagine); this wereto bring Gop ona level 
with men, whofe weaknefs and imperfections are 


_the caufes of their partiality in fuch cafes. 


Wuewn we fpeak of the knowledge of Gon, 
we muft not mean, that he knows things as we do, 
‘that intention or operation of mind muft produce 
it,—that he apprehends by impreflions made upon 
him,—that he reafons by the help of ideas,—or that 
even what. we call intuitive and immediate know- 
ledge in us, comes up to the mode in which he 


knows things, as fome have fuppofed ; who, not 
capable to bring the creature up to Gop, have at- 


tempted to bring him down to them, rather than 
be thought not to know what Gop is. The moft 
‘we can fay is, that there is nothing of which he is, or 


“ean be ignorant, and that is all we can fafely fay. 


Tuo’ men have accuftomed themfelves to fpeak 


~ef Gop, in terms taken from fuch things as they in 
_their weaknefs admired, and have incorporated 
fuch ideas into their language as divines ; and tho’ 


confidering what defects there are in our way of 
{peaking and. thinking, we cannot well part with 
i them, 
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them all: Yet we fhould remember in the uf of 
thefe terms, to take them in the moft exalted fenfe 
poflible, and annex a mental qualification to the ufe 
of fuch epithets and ways of fpeaking, as are in- 
troduced by cuftom, antiquity, or by neceflity, 
- from the narrowneis of either the minds of men or 
their language. 


But when Gop reveals any thing concerning | 
himfelf, it becomes us creatures to give credit to 

what he fays, tho’ we cannot comprehend the man- 
ner of it. . It is eafy to conceive, that there maybe 
perfections in the divine nature, which finite crea- 
tures cannot comprehend, as to the manner of 
their exifience: And it muft be the higheft pitch 
of arrorance in any creature of. the moft perfect 
kind, to call in queftion the truths revealed by 
Gop concerning himfelf, becaufe ‘he cannot com- 
prehend the manner of them. Does Gop fay thefe 
things are fo: There is no further queftion as to 
the certainty of them, however dark they may beas 
‘to the manner /ow they are. Gop is the fupreme 
truth,—his word alone is the infallible rule, ‘the 
‘unerring oracle to guide and inftruct us in the 
knowledge of every thing that is fuitable for us, 
or poffible to be known with certainty concerning 
himfelf. + ** Lhe fecret things belong unto the Lorp.cur 
Gop : But thofe things which are revealed belong unte 
us, and to our children for ever.” : ips 


+ Deut, xxix. 19. 
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FIHERE is a particular fentiment which 1 
have frequently hinted in the foregomg 
work, being willing the reader fhould always keep 
it in view, viz. That the charaéter we haveof Gop 
in revelation is relative; or -oeconomical That - 
we have no definition of the fimple or abftraét na- 
ture of Deity in all the fcriptures: And notwith- 
ftanding I differ in this frony the Fewilh Rabbies, 
and chriftian ‘critics, [can fee no caufe to retract ; asI 
know no name or defignation afcribed to Gop, 
“but what is fome way or other a characteriftic ap- 
pellation of him, under fome relation to his crea- 
tures: Nor can I conceive of what ufe any name 
or title of Gop could be to them, or what ideas 
they could have of fuch name or title that had no 
relation: to them. geen cp 


a 
Bu tT Ifind it neceflary here to remove an ob- 
jection to this, which I was not formerly aware 
of, “ That the name JeEwovan is dire@tly andim- — 
mediately defcriptive of the divine effence and na- 
ture, without any proper relation to us—a name of 
effence,”’ asit is called by Fews and chriftian critics. 
But if itis fo, this name muft define his effence, 
which of confequence muft be limited; for every 
definition fets bounds to the thing defined: But 
: : Gop 
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Gop cannot be limited, and therefore there can 
be no-definition of SOS ar ares cannot 
know his effente, it is prefumption to enquire after 
the name of it, which is beyond the capacity of” 
finite inteliccts. He does but confound himéelf, | 
_that prefumes to know more of Gop than he re- 
veals of himfelf; but he has revealed no name that | 
defines his effence! ; fach revelation would be of na \ 
ufe to creatures, as they could have no underftand- } 
ing of fuch names, confequently they would be uns’ 
neceflary in.a religion fuited to their capacities. 


ey, 


I own the name Jrnovan is peculiar to the 
divine Being, and is not applicable to any creature $ 
but wherever it is ufed, there is fomething predi- 
cated of the Supreme Being under -that name, 
which has fome relation in par ticular to his church 
and people. Even the fenfe which both Jews and } 
_ chriftians imagine is imported in the /efters, which | 
the word is -compofed of, viz. the time pa/t, prefent, | 
and future, have a relation to creatures; for with! 
refpect to Gop, ftrictly {peaking, thefe terms can | 
have ao exiftence, further than “they re{pect his re-} 
vealed relations to men. With Gop there is no 
change. of times. “ He is without variablenefs or 
fhadow of turning: And the times pa/t, prefents 
and future, are but a poor definition of Gon’s eter- 
nal exiftence, which they are fuppofed to be in 
this cafe, for none of the terms, nor any meafure 
of duration can be applicable to eternity. 


Bur if thefe terms (if they are pointed out in 
the name Jenovan) are viewed with refpect to his 
power, faithfulnefs, mercy, and care, exercifed 
about his church,—that i in. every revolving genes 
ration, he is to them prefent, what he has “been to 

thofe 
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thofe pa/?, and will be the fame to thofe that Soall: 
fuceeed. This tends to their edification and com-. 
fort ; and is a conftant ground of praife to Jeno- 
van, whofe mighty aéts done for his people, and 
gracious promifes upon record, certify them what 
he is, and will be to them, JEHOVAH, a fure dwel- — 
Ting place in all generations. 


T war the name Jenovan refpedts his revealed 
relation to his church, is plain from its being join- 
ed im thofe facred infcriptions, which were defign- 
ed to ftrengthen the faith, hope, and confidence 
of his people, as Jenovan-Jirex, the Lorp will 
fee, or provide;—Jauovan-nis1, the Lorp is my 
Banner ;—JeHOVAH-RoPHI, the Lorp healeth ;— 
Jeuovan-sHattom, the Lorp will perfec?, or 
fend peace ;—JEHOVAH-SHAMMAH, the Lorp 2 
there; all which have an immediate relation to what 
he has been, is, and will be to his people. 


THE intimation Jenovan himfelf gives, why 
he would be called by that name, is fufficient to 
limit our curiofity, and inftruct us in the ufe and 
meaning thereof to the church. He had made 
' himfelf known by the name of God-Almighty to the 

ancient Patriarchs, making promifes which fuftain- 

ed their faith in his Almighty power, without receiv- 
ing the thing promifed: But to their children, he 
fays, he would be known by the name JEHovanH, 
in efficacioufly ezving being te, and fulfilling his pro-- 
mifes made to their fathers: So that they fhould 
not only experience his power; but alfo his divine” 
veracity, goodne/s, and mercy. Accordingly we find. 
_ them celebrating thé praifes of JaHovan, and at- 
tributing their deliverance fromthe Egyptians to 
him; *.* Then fang Mo/es and the children’ of 
: Sfrael 


\ 
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I/rael this fong unto Jenoyan,—faying, I will fing 
unto Jenovan ——JEHOvauH is my dirength and 


_ fong, and he is become my falvation. {JEHOVAH 
ds a man af war: JeHovan is his name.’ 


AND it is very remarkable to this purpofe, that 
when he promifed any {pecial favour or blefling to 
the church, or threatened any diftinguifhing judg- 
“ment to their enemies on their behalf, which was the 
fame 2 as promifes to them, he gave bie as a reafons 
“ That they might know his name to be JEHovaH,” 

“which exprefiion is very, frequent in the Old Tetta- 
ment, and certainly fhews that the name itfelf, 
has a relation to what he promifes to do for them ; 
when by the mighty works he would perform on 
their behalf, they fhould learn the relation he ftood 
in to them as JeHovauH, their faviour, fulfilling: his 
promifes to them. 


Iw like manner when he gave them ordinances 
and laws, he always put them in mind of their 
obligation to obferve them, from the confideration 
- of his name JEHOVAH. Accordingly, when any 
- particular commandment is enjoined them, he 
commonly adds, “1 am Jexsovan,’” or, “I am 
JEHOVAH THY: Gop.” And it is very obferv- 
able, that the ten commandments which were 
given them with fo sel external folemnity, are 
prefaced with thefe remarkable works, j “I am JE- 
HOVAH THY ELonim,whobrought thee out of the 
land of Egypt, out of the houfe of bondage.” 
This expreflion being fo often repeated, muft have 
been of the greateftimportance to that people, andif 
Tightly underftood, is full of inftruction to us. 

oy Yess At 


+ In the fame words J/aiah triumphs in JEnovan, who, he 
fays, was become: his Jesus. See pe 9%. 
th Exo, 4 3- 
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At the fame time, that every repetition thereof put 
them in mind of the power and prerogative of JE- 
HOVAH, to give out what laws, ftatutes, and ordi- 
nances he ok eir obe 

conformity to them in the manner he directed.— 
It gave them the ftrongeft affurance of the infal- 
lible performance of all the promifes he had made. 
It fecured to them the enjoyment of fuch bleffings 
as he in fovereignty had added to their dutiful 


obedience to the laws he had given them,—and | 


avas @ divine certification, that the comminations 


he prefixed to the violation of thefe ftatutes, thould 


be as certainly executed. 


Wuen he fays, “ Tam Jenovau your Gop,” 
it muft certainly denote the relation he ftood in 
to them ; and that he would aid and proteé& them 
in the exercife of their duty, and amply reward 
them for it. This was not like Egyptian bondage, 
of making brick without ftraw; for at the fame time 
that he impofes the duties, he intimates the gra- 


-cious relation he was come under to them, in 


names every way fignificant and expreflive of that 
divine aid neceffary to their right performance of 


the duties required. Thus, the fame gofpel was — 


preached to them as to us, in whom the power of 


divine truth, exprefled in the names and relations _ 


in which Gon in his fovereign mercy and grace 


has revealed himfelf to us, is the all-powerful caufe ~ 


of that love and conformity we fhew to the com- 
mandments of the Lorp our Gop. 


T RUE believers were then, as well as now, 
diftinguifhed from fuch as only profeffed to believe, 


by the power of truth contained in thefe declara-- 
tions made by Jenovan, of what he was to them, 
and what he would do for them, included in fig- 


nificant 


afed, and require their obedience and 


es 
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nificaht names, promifes, prophefies, figns, facrifices,. 
&c. the {pirit aid intent of which being known 
_ and believed by them, was a principle and caufe of 

that love and filial obedience they expreffed for 
the honour and glory of him, who had conferred: 
- fuch valuable privileges upon them. The truly 

righteous in all periods; have viewed the duties: re= 
quired of them, in the light of privileges confer- 
red upon them. But the other; who faw no: fur- 
ther than the /efter, was void of that knowledge on 
which belief is founded, confequently, their obe~ 
dience was without principle, and had no higher 
end than /e/f under fome confideration..or other : 
And the great reafon.is frequently given, “ They’ 
knew not the name of JenovaH, and therefore they did 
not regard the words of his mouth.——But they that 
knew bis name, put their truf? in him? Teens 46 


Eurs. fubject is capable of exemplification from 
a varitty of paflages, but I fhall only notice one in 
Tfaiah,} where Jenov an. declares feveral things con~ 
_ cerning Chri/?, the faviour, and the great work he’ 
fhould perform, efpecially the extent of the privi-: 
leges of the gofpel to the blinded Gentile nations ;° 
and to command credit to thefe fovereign decla- 
rations, he fays, [| “J am Jenovan, thatis my 
name, and my glory will I not give to-another.’—The 
glory of bringing to pais thefe great: events, which 
were as certain as to. their accomplifhment, as other 
promifes made formerly, which were already ful-\ 
filled, therefore he adds, ‘ Behold, the fornier 
things are come to pafs, and new things do I des- 
clare, before they {pring forth I tell you of them.” 
His glory as JeHovan is pledged: for the pertor- 
_ mance; and the Gentile nations are invited to re- 

joice 


+ Ma. xlit, t ver. 8. 
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who had thus engaged himfelf 


joice in JEHOVAH,. 
And to confirm their! hopes, he’ 


for their falvation.: 
declares the divine’ caufe and method of bringing 


to pafs the grand event. * “ JeHovaH is pleaied 
for his righteoufnefs fake, for he’ /hall-magnify the — 
law,and make it honourable,” by bringing into being, 
and actually accomplifhing what © ‘JevovaH had 
—— thes honour. of his name “ame i! % Ary : i 


ih HE canta oe here: peillened Pandy might 
as well be Doctrine, Inflitution,*or: ‘Difpofit tion. The 
| word Apar» fignifies. Alluftrious,» Eminent, Magni~ 
ificent.. The .verbs,' as. in “matty - ‘other | declarations’ 
af: Febovab,:are.in the Hiphil conjugation, which’ 
: is always expreflive of the cai/fe,—is the: fame as if 
he had faid, << \F will cau/e to be ;?? and with Fefped 
to his promifes, ’ points out\the® abfolute ‘certainty’ 
of their accomplifhment..: ‘The verfe. reads, “JE. 
HOVAH is pleated to manifelt his faithfulnefs : He 
will -caufe his’ inftitutions to be magnified » He witl 
caufe: his lawror | do@rine'to-be luftrions.? ry “Jend- 
Van. is reprefented as the effciént cqufe of the pros 
mifes made refpedting the falvation’ ‘of \\men* beng 
accomplifhed, which plainly fhews the sg asin 
ec the are and the falvation pees & oe 
ihe 


ara ‘Wonk BN, “Bish Imes pak \oF Chrift ‘fulfilling het 
| Lay -it is generally reftricted-to what 4s called*the* 
_ moral law, or ten commandments, which he perfe@ 
| ly-obeyed ‘in chis ‘life, and is commonly ‘called his’ 
j adlive obedience... Butthe law hére mutt be taken 
| in-alarger fenfe, including what gives inftruction, — 
( as well as what implies obligation, and extends to* 
every thing in the Old Teftament concerning him, 


Mes cudtrinesy. an arene 105) ve Signs, 
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 foadows, &c. all which are fulfilled with unerring 

exacinefs in him.—Every | circumftance concerning 
him in the New Teitament, (many of which per- 
haps feem very trifling to a ‘carnal conception) was 
a fulfilling fomething that referred to him in the 
Old. Hence it is fo viten faid,—* As it 15 qwritten—= 
That the Scriptures might be fulfilled. ” In this man- 
ner JEHOVAH manifelted his faithfulnels, and made 
his’ inftitutions, doctrine, or law, magnificent and 
illuftrious, every tittle whereof being, fulfilled in 
Jesus” Curist: And. of fo great. importance was 


ed 


it to the glory of JEHOVAH, that Jesus Curist | 


2 could not’ -difpenfe with. the leaft, circumitance, | 
without the ftr icteft conformity. and moft perfec — 


_ obedience thereto, not only in the, letters, but the | 
Jpirit and intent of it : And his mind, being capacious | 


enough’to inveltigate the extenfive fubject in every’ 
- neceflary point of view,—the principles.of obedience. 

and {prings, of aétion in him, being commenfurate. 
to theéxtent of the law in ‘its utmoft latitude, and 
adequate to the divine Spirituality ther eof, gave fuch 
worth to his obedience, as when ‘efaepe by the 

impartial eye of Jenxovau, who fent him to fulfil | 
all righteouinefs, the fentence of approbation is | 
proclaimed from heaven in his fayour,. * This7s my 
beloved Son, in whom I am wel] peas & 


Bu By tr to Hated this ‘bathe Rill more evident, let 
it be confidered, thatthe name JEHOVAH is given 
toJEsus Currst in, the Old Teftament, joined with 
the common names of Saviour, Redeemer, &c. 
which certainly belong to the oeconomy of re- 
demption : And to confirm the faith of the church, 
itis promifed, that he fhould be called by this 
name, joined with another peculiar.to him as our 
redeemer, and which is declared by Jenovan in 

the 
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the before cited text, tobe the capital ground of his 
berg pleafed with us.—* “ This is the name whereby 
he jfoall be called, Jenovan-TsrDKENU, the Lord 
our righteoufnefs.”” + This refersto the time he fhould 
appear in Hlefh. Accordingly, as JEHOVAH cannot 
be rightly pronounced in the Greeé tongue, it is 
commonly rendered Lorp in the New Teftament, 
and by way of fpeciality given to Jesus Curist “i 
* Fhis day is born unto you a Saviour, who is 
Currst the Lory : Orthe Lorp Curist. The 
word which Gop fent to the children. of, I/rael, 
preaching peace by Fe/us Chrif?, he is Lorp of all. | 
‘Fo: this end Chri? both died and rofe, that he 
might be Loxp both of the dead and living: And 
_ he hath on his vefture, and on his thigh, _a Dame 
written, King of Kings, and Lorp of Lorps.” | 

- Fue attentive reader will mind, that it was 
proved at large, part I. fe@. sth. That what is - 
faid of Jenovan in the Old Teftament, is applied 
to Jesus Cuxist in the New: To which. I fhall 
se we inet 4 2 OBLy 


e / 

¥: Jer: xxii. 6. 

\_ + We have a firange tranflation of a fimilar text, Jer. xxxiii, 16. ~ 
“In thofe day$ thall Fudab be fayeds “and: Jerufalem hall dwell 
fafely : And this is the name whereby the fhall be called, the Logp 
Our righteouinets.” ' Not to expofe the glaring incongruity of the 
_¢rms;.“* Su fhall be called the Lorp,” the fentiment conveyed. 
by them deftroys the foundation of our acceptance with God) by 
attributing that to the church, which isthe peculiar prerogative of 
Chriff oar Redeemer, who is © made unto us ‘righteou/nefs,—who 
brought: in: an everlahing righteoufrefs,—with which JEHOVAH is 
iad to be well pleated.” —'The idea in-the text, as it is tranflated; fuits 
that church well in which there is a ftock of merit fuppofed to. be 
lodged, which may be purchafed on conditions, torecommend her 
members to the favour of Gop: Butithe feriptures know no fuch: 


church. The glory of being our righteoufnefs, is every where given 


to Chri/f, andfo does this text, which fhould read thus,“ And he 
who. thai} call her, or,. he thall be called by her: Jenova Hy our 
righteou/ne/s,” which is the fame with the other text, and agreeable 
tothe fcope of revelation, 


| Luke ii, xr. Aéts x, 36. Rom. xiv. 9. Rey. XIX. 16, 
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only add one idea here. It was Jenovan that 

guided and governed the Fewi/> church under the 
Old Teftament,—that exercifed his divine paternal 
- care about her in fuch variety of compaflionate and 

tender expreflions, and indulgent methods, de- 

claring his concern for their frequent contempt of 
duty and privilege,—raifing up Prophets in every 
age, who came in the name of JEHovaAH to teftify 

againit their defections, warn them of their dan- 

ger, and endeavour to reclaim them: But all this 

Jesus Curist declares ue had done, when he 

fat down on the mount over againit Feru/alem; and 
with the fame fympathetic tendernefs, he had often 

before lamented their impending fate, (which now 

muft take place, the meafure of their wickednefs” 
being filled up in fhedding his innocent bloed, 

which crowned the guilt of killing the Prophets 

he had from time to time fent unto them, which 

blood fhould be required of that generation ;) he 

~ fays, ¢ “ O Ferufalem, Ferufalem, thou that killeft 

the Prophets, and ftone{t them who were fent unto 

you, how often would I have gathered thy children 

together, as a hen gathereth her chickens under her 

wings, and ye would not! Behold, your houte is 

left unto you defolate, &c.’’ 


Divine wildom is confpicuous in giving the 
relative name Lorp, which JeHovaH is rendered 
by, to Jesus Curist in the New Teftament, 
WHEN, he really gave being to his .promifes he had 
made under the Old Teftament; this being the 
- very reafon for which, as he told Mo/es, he would 
make himfelf known by the name JeHovan ;—- 
and*wHEN, he performed thofe great works he had 
promifed in behalf of his people, by which. they 
fhould know his name to be JEHovau. He now 
appears as the fpirit and defign of all the facred 

, infcrip- 

+ Matt. xxiii. 37. 
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infcriptions to which JzeHovaAH is joined, which 
are jult fo'many parts of the character of Chri/?,— 

‘the fam of all the mercy and truth promifed to 
the fathers by Jenovan.* And in his inftructions 
to the churches, he affumes the fame title under 
‘the name Lorp, which he did under the name 
Jenovan.{ “fam Alpha and Omega, the beginning 

and the end, faith the Lorp, whois, and who was, 
and who is to come, the Almighty.” bet es . 


-Awp agreeable to his inferior character as a Son, 
the Saviour, and Redeemer of men, the name Lorp 
is joined with others, expreilive of the falvation he - 
in fo great condefcenfion came to procure. Hence | 
he is called the Lorp Jesus CurisT,—JEsus 
the Lorp,;—Curistr the Lorp,—Saviour the 
_ Lorp,—Sprrit te Lorp. And this phrafeology — 
is not confined to the New Teftament, for [/aiah’ 
exprefles this connexion in very plain terms. § “I 
will truft, and not be afraid; for the Lorp JEHo- 
van is my ftrength and fong; healfo is become my 
falvation.” Jesus, as in the original. 


as aah SS Been 
_*® Eve feems to have thought that JE HovAH, who proclaimed the 
glad tidings of falvation by the feed of the w. man,fhould be that feed 
himfelf: Or, that he who was the promifed feed might be called 
Jevovan. For, fhe fuppofing that her firft child was the feed pro- 
| mifed, faid with exultation,—“‘T have gotten the MAn, the JEHo- 
| wAH, as Geniv. x. reads. Tho’ fhe was miftaken in thinking. 
\ that Cam, her firft-born, was the promifed feed; yet fhe can- 
not be fuppofed to have mifunderftood the-promife itfelf fo far, as 
.\to apply the name JExovan to the feed promiied, if it hadno re- 
|lation toit. She feems to have rather underftood this divine con- 
'.| mexion better than many fince, notwithftanding their having the _ 
' whole of revelation to learn it from, which fhews plainly, that’ he 
' who made this and:all other promifes refpecting the falvation of | 

| of men, under the character of Jz HovaH, was the efficient him- 

felf,-—-and in the fulnefs of time appeared in infinite condefcenfion , 

) asthe fon of man,—the promifed feed of the woman, compleatly 
fulfilling every thing that painted at himin that humble character: 
and related to that falvation which he as JEHovan had promifed 

to the church, ; Geo! i tied te 

+ Com. Rev. i. 8. iv. 8. xi.17, with Ifa. xli. 4. xliv, 6. xlviil. 12. See p. 96. 


r 


§ Ifa. xii, 2. See pega ; ; 


1 


= etna 
Lomeres F. ‘ 


hue : * 26 
eg as (e351) 


Pe $: ‘: 
Ate : z, _ Re ° 2 
Aw according to every notion and acceptation 


of the word, he bearsthe name Lorp in the molt 
proper fenie poffible, whether we conlider the ap- 


- pellations which imply or exprefs Lorpsuip,.or 


the right and foundation thereof. With regard to 
the firlt, he is called King, Prince, Mafter, Captain, 
Ruler, Lawgiver, Leader, &c. And with refpect 
to the other,—if uacontroulable power and abi- 
lity to govern, be a ground of Lorpsurp, he moft 
juitly claims the title Lorp in the higheft refpect : 
And alfo, as he created, preferves, upholds, main- 


_ tains, and provides for all. If conqueft gives any 
title to dominion, he has every right this way.— 


If purchafe or primogeniture gives a right to rule | 


and government among men, how much moreis it 
_dueto Curist ? Heplanned and érected the church, 


inftituted laws and ordinances for her government, | 
—guards her from all enemies,—brings members * 
into her by his power,—he is the. Lorn, head, huf- ; 
band, fupreme teacher, director, governor, and / 

fource of endlefs happinefs to all her members. j 


FY i 


= pa i. . . ; an é 
. Tuts isa fubject too copious and extenfive to 


be properly. difcuffed in a fhort excurfion. of this 


_ kind; yet from thefe few fhort hints, itis plain, that. 


the name Jenovan in the Old Teftament, and the\ 
name which anfwers toit in the New, are defigned 


to inftruct us in the knowledge of fome relation he | 


~ that bears them ftands in to his church: Andas I) 


4 


have fhewed above, that the other names affumed 


by -the divine Being, refer to the great oecomony 


he is carrying on with refpect to his church; we 
may fafely conclude, that there is no abitract name 
or definition of the Supreme Being in revelation : 
And confequently that all the fine{peculations on that 
head, are without foundation in {cripture. 
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By the - ABLE bere ree I doubt. not but 1 
Soall obli ge ‘many of my readers, efpecially fuch as — 
have ther minds formed to relifo the beauty of di- 
vine truth, fo plainly revealed in the ‘Witte records. 
Befides the great number of texts barely cited, the 
Sollowing either differ from our common tranflation, 
and is marked * : Or, are more or lefs explained,and — 
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marked +. If tie fame text 1s fome way Ailey: 
and differently tranflated, it is marked § {. 
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_ ~Befides avery few literal errors of no great moment, the reader will pleafe — 
to correé& tke following :~-P. 29, |. 4, from the bottom, put a before ~ 
more.—P. 56, for Gen. ii. 2.1. Gen. i. 2—P. 103, 1. 6, deleand.—P. 142, _ 
1, 16, dele the, before fon of man.—P. 155.1. 5, for Affoples r. 4poflles— 
P.x16x. 1.16, for the period after elect, fubftitute a commas—P. 174. 
1.22, for know, re knows.—P. 247,1. 10, for, have they, vr. they have. — 
——P. 261, 1. 15. for fuficient, r. infufficient.—P. 279, 1. x 5> put ap- — 
plied after generation.—P, 297, 1.21, for is, rehas.—P. 310, 1. 429 
for terms, x. turns,———The firft fentence of the laft paragraph in p. 256, _ 
read interrogatively, “Is it truth, that the divine three exif naturally, — 
necefJarily, and egernally ?” . tak ae ; R 
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ADVERTISEMENT, 


f te 


pre Editor er: perufed a Book ‘asi Cizar 
DispLay of the Trinity from Divine REvELA- 
TION, &c. which he thinks is well calculated to infiruét the 
impartial reader in what the Scriptures fay concerning GOD ; 
and ashe has a firong defire that the valuable truths contained 
in that Book fhould be more generally known; be begs that 
3 Such Book/fellers as fell this Treatife, would alfo keep fome copies 
of that Book, and whoever chufes to purchafe it, (to encourage 
‘the; propagation of truth) fhall have the Treatife ftitched along. 
oe it Grarvis.—The Freatife will fuit the Book not only ase 
being the fame fi fue im page, but as. it, was written with the 
fame apparent de ofig fon, viz. Lo exbibit and make more fully. 
known the Glorious Scripture Charaéfer of our LORD 
JESUS CHRIST; and put a flop to the lamentable 
growth of Arianifm,; whieh is making fuch rapid. Loner off in 
Britain at. prefent. This ir -eatife may therefore be called a 
“SUPPLEMENT te the CLEAR D ISPEAY OF THE T Rts 
NITY, ac. ee } * 





Oe wah a 


TO THE 
SCRIPTURE CHARACTER 
OF 
JESUS CHR ESTs; 
OR, 


THE DOCTRINE OF THE 


Ancient Exiftence of His Glorious Sou 
in umon with His Deity, 


nie ne proved and demonftrated from Revelation ; and the 
manifold Advantages: and good Confequences which at- 
tend the Knowledge and Belief of this Doétrine fas 
out; with an Anfwer to all Objedtions. 


eh ae bh bl - 
"0 WHICH IS “KDDED, 


ee oa See 
7 ry P E. N- D I xy 
©) ebn taining 


Some Remarks on the Scheme of Doétrine lately publifhed by the 

se Rev. Mr. R. E——t, A. B. wherein he endeavours to prove, That © 

the DEITY attributed to Jesus Curist in Scripture is nor 

His own Dery, but the DEITY of the FATHER unrsted 20 

to Him, or dwelling in Him.—Or, That the FATHER is ABSO- 

LUTELY GOD in His owN PERSON, and that EXCLUSIVE 
of all other, &c. ; 





; “By a FREE INQUIRER R AFTER TRUTH. 








Search the Be ripl they are they He teftify of Me—Jesus 


Curist the fame yefterday, and to day, and for ever. Fohn vi. 39. 
7 Heb. xiii. 8. 
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opel isa trath which no Chriftian" calls in queftion, That 

- our Lorp Jesus Cuaist is the Author, the Founda- 
‘tion, and the Glory of our Religion. Yet many difputes 
have arifen about who, or what he is; and the Scriptures 
which only can determine thefe things, have not been at- 
tended to with fuch fimplicity, accuracy, and credit as 
‘they juftly claim in matters of fo vaft importance, as the 
true. character of our ‘Lorp Jesus CurisT is, in, the 
chriftian religion. gysleb 

¥ of 

It is very ae that the sick eure reprefent nis as a 
complex ‘perfon, wherein GOD and Man are united, fo as 
to make one complex agent, one common principle of jac- 
tion and. paffion, fo far as it is poffible for the two prs ; 
‘natures of GOD and Man to be fo. 


Thus he is called GO D with us*. G OD mee 
in the flefb +. GOD dwelling in our mortal nature.— 
‘The Man Curist Jesus, in whom dwelleth all the fullnefs 
of the Godhead bodily t+. 4 man of the feed of David after 
the flefh,—who is GOD over all bleffed for evermore ||. 
A Man whofe flefh Thomas faw and felt, and yet called 
eae LORD and my GOD §. He is called the 

| Fefus, and yet the mighty GOD **. GOD-—is 
fa to a the Church with his blood +t, and to lay down . 


oe Matt. i. 3 8 de Tim. Gli. 16, 
¢ 1 Tim. il. 5. Col. ii, ue oe || Rom. ix. 5. , 
$ John xx. 27, 28. ** Tfa, ix, 6 . 
_ $f Adis xx. 28. : 
B é bts 
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Se i 


%, 


a eas 


{49 ‘ 
his l iif for us tt. From this intimate union Cunrst 
himfelf fays, Iam in the father, and the ee tn me. Tt 
“and my father are one |||. 


- Since the Scriptures reprefent Jesus Curist in fuch a 
ed light, whofe perfon and offices have fo large a thare ~ 
in our holy religion, we cannot. poflibly be too well ac- 
“quainted with his various glories. As it is the ftudy and 
Joy of Angels to pry into thefe wonders *, i618 certainly. 
‘the indifputable duty of every Chriftian to grow in the 
‘knowledge of ee his sae his er ‘and his 
‘Saviour it? 


2 Bhe: various an of our Fuses and. SavIouR are the 
abies of. our warmeft zeal, ftrickeft, attention, and moft 
diligent inquiry, of our holy meditation, and our facred 
joy: In his perfon, charaéter and offices, there are won- 
:ders in ftore to-raife our higheft holy curiofity, and enter- 
rain the: delightful i inquiries of our fouls in time and eter- 
nity. Many of thefe wonders are difplay’d in the gofpel i in 
the moft open and illuftrious light :—others are yet unre- 
vealed—referved till we fhall. fee him face to face :—fome . 
are revealed but with lefs glaring evidence, and like hidden 
‘treafures; | are contained in the mines of revelation, to 
awaken our. diligence i in the purfait of divine knowledge — 
cand every. fpark, of new difcovered, glory. muft Fichly re- 
~“compence our longef labour j in oar, laudable i alae ce es 


ati ie re) D i is ; pleated at any time, to make a ray of facred 
‘ight fhine. upon the diligent and humble i inquiries of any 
chriftian into.the dark and difficult pafflages of, his word, 
by which the glories of CurisT may be made mote Co! 
-fpicuous, and the Scriptures, better underftood, and - ift the 
-freth ideas can be pu in proper language, the Co. munica- 
an John x. 38) 30.’ Ya #} 1 John iti. 16. PER Ant hg 
© > Peter ian $2 Peter iii. 18, i tee 
aa ting 











tome) 
ting “of them for the ufe of other chriftians, muft be an ~ 
indifpenfible duty, and a real fervice done to the gofpel of 
CurisT. ) 


* Te muft be owned, that there is not only difficulty, but 
danger in the exercife of this duty, in communicating 
fentiments, which, though they are derived from Scrip- 
ture, yet appear to be uncommon, and have not been — 
much noticed by authors. Thofe of the earned who are 
rooted in old opinions, eftablifhed in particular forms, and 
felf-fatisfed in what they already believe, are prejudiced 
againft any farther light. It rather awakens their learned’ 
anger to fix the brand of here/y upon the inftrument G O D 
is pleafed to make ufe of,—overwhelm the hints’ of any 
brighter difcovery with clamorous and ‘hard names, and 
drown them in noife and darknefs. Among the unlearned, 
fuch as are wedded to what they were taught in their’ 
younger years, and have not been accuftomed to the 
~exercife of free enquiry, will be “equally prejudiced with 
the Jearned. Ward names and reproaches are weapons ever 
at hand, and common to the wife and unwife, the Greek 
- and barbarian, the vulgar chr bid and the Sebolar. 


~ And here let me requeft, that my readers would not be 
ftartled at what they find new or ftrange to them at firft 
appearance ; nor condemn fuch things as herefy, becaufe 
they differ from what they have formerly received —That 
they would fuffer themfelves to believe, that we have not 
yet attained to a particular knowledge of all things that 
may be learned concerning our Lorp Jesus Curist. 
i lories are fo many, fo various, and fo fublime, that 
| little of t them is yet’ known in comparifon of what he pof- 
fefles—bu ‘a fincere love to his honour will lead with plea- 
fure and expeétation ‘to meet difcoveries of this kind, 
which are drawn from the word of GO D.—That we are 
fallible creatures ; and it is poflible for us to miftake fome 
Ba points 





_ Vancement in the knowledge of divine Henge é 
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e were. taught before we were. capable to 





fearch the word of GOD for ourfelves.—That the beft. of; 


our teachers know butin part, and could only prophe/y or 


inftru&t others zn part.—And though they have taught the 


truth, yet not a// the sib” in, divine eevelatone <0 


T hat an cali pines their, Bibles ‘nick ‘ikacgeie! pt 
particularly the paflages cited, and like honeft readers, 
mind only the fenfe as it lies in the text, without any con- 

_ cern whether it be ew or o/d,—the opinion of this or that 


man or party, but rather whether it be truth. The fimplett 
inquirer will hereby find the truth more eafily than the 
great {cholar, full-of his fcholaftic notions, which he 
brings to determine the meaning of {cripture; not fo much 
according to the plain and obvious fenfe of sit im conexion 
with the context, as in correfpondence with his ewn 
opinion and learned fchemes. And when. the truth. is 
found, that they would fuffer themfelves ‘to. yield to it, 


convinced, othat the lofs of old opinions, by the evidence. 


of truth, is a vidtory over error, and an honourable ad- 
Sige 
REE ie eee 3 : xt 

That hey would jethor pe viet the mapa oF Sages 
ture in favour of what is faid, than labour to invent objec- 
es as if they knew it were. ‘falfe. before. they read 


_A previous averfion to the doétrine. contained ‘in. any: - 


book, .and a refolution to. objeét againft sity will effectually 


hinder the mind from. attending, to the force of ‘reafoningy 


and prevent it, from. receiving the evidence on. whieh the 
doétrine i is fonupleds ee ee et eee 
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“All jut nineioge fhould hae bce ue. sical a 
wail confidered i in all, our enquiries after truth $-yet 

a doftrine has many and ftrong arguments from. aap aig 

and reafon in its favour, one difficulty or two vhich: feem 

hatd at prefent to, be folved, thould not forbid the affent: 


eee >. Except 


Except firft and felf-evident principles, and their imme. + 
diate confequences, there are no notions fo plain but what 
may be obfcured and called in queftion. Becaufe we un=. 
derftand not what is; difficult, muft we for that reafon’ 
deny that which is clear and pain? If we believe no pro-° 
pofition till we can perfectly mafter all objections againft 
it, I doubt we will be feeptics all our lives, in both reli- 
gion and philofophy, and with all our eau to Becnnnnigg 
finifh our days lake. fools.) ie wast: plik, ies 
a , Bi f ES Fas 
Again I pear asyaett the acini not a too: rafh in: 
ehiiciadiing that any chriftian doétrine is loft, any article 
of faith endangered by the belief of what is here contended: 
for.; or that the proper deity of our Lorp. Jesus Curist 
is in the leaft denied or negleéted, becaufe a few texts are 
otherwife interpreted and applied than they have been ufed. 


to explain’ them. Zealous writers have muftered all the <— 


texts they could find in the Bible, which could by art or 
force be made to fupport the doétrine; but among the 
many which are fo applied, fome are not fo fit: and appo= 
fite to the purpofe, as not having that fenfe which ‘has: 
been impofed upon them, or at leaft, do not carry that 
force of argument which has been generally believed. 
Now the doétrine. itfelf may remain immoveable upon the 
foundation which divine revelation has clearly, fixed ity 

though thofe texts, which at beft, make but weak argu~ 
ments, are taken from this doétrine and applied to another 
for which they are ‘plainly and evidently fuited. There is 
more honour'done to the caufe of Chriftianity by building. 
all the articles: of it upon fuch Scriptures only as are firm: 
and unfhaken to fupport them, than by multiplying: fee- 
> fhews or thadows of defence. We expofe ourfelves: 
ft ith to the infult of our adverfaries, by perfifting in 

a miftaken. application of Scripture, and every colour of 
argument, though in defence of a moft~important truth. 
Though truth is infinitely preferable to error, yet men 

may 
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may: ufe infufficient arguments for one as well’as the enters? 
we e ought to embrace. all the advantages of light rather’ 

than continue in a wrong application of Scriptures to_ fup-" 
" port any point of faith, in i i meal to their moft open: 


& ga & eas ‘ : © 
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“While the cache Poles of our bleffled, REDEEMER are 
pointed. o out by the rays of light. feattered through revela- 


tion, | bee the reader may not be too fevere in his cen-_ 
fares of any miftaken ftep; and if any expreffion in his 


opinion — does not. ftand {quare with what he thinks truth, 
he would candidly i interpret it in confiftence with the gene- 
ral fcope of the argument. One may miftake fome parti-. 


_ enlars in tracing the footfteps of our Lorp through the _ 


long paft ages of his pre- -exiftent ftate, (be they ever fo: 
‘certain ) which commenc’d before thefe heavens were 
formed, . or time was meafured by the fun and the moon. 
I hope. ‘the divine. REDEEMER will forgive the- faults in 
this fincere attempt to promote«his honour,—and the reader 
will find fo much. improvement, and feel fuch influence of 
truth, as to ‘prompt his chal and candour towards his 
Siler: creature. 
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hk! the oR that I hall aa of this’ Sibees 
theme be valid or invalid, the reader muft determine when. 


he has confidered them. I am fatified that they be efteemed: 
jum as they are. If my fentiments are rejected i it will be 


no matter of provocation to me. | If they are thought wor 
thy of acceptance by pious and 1 ingenious. men, perhaps, I 
| may be pleafed. But if they advance the honour and love 
of. GOD my Saviour, and make heaven the moft 
ceptable ° to chriftians becaufe He is their, J am 
greatly rejoice, and blefs GOD who enables 
inftrument to do any seas for his glory and 
ici is ‘ 
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- For the readers eafe and greater corre&tnefs in perufing 
the following pages, ‘IT fhall divide the different iintds’ of 
Ne a into -difting heads. 


. The doéirine vee a. the soplsgusmna . dered whith 
plain exprefi, de tee snp hy fre sae 


' 9. Several arguments in ardipo of it taken fram the feope 
the Lie wie 

es Dibe hia confequences and various advantages which at 
ave wi ek a = oligo Ue sl 
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In an APPENDIX’ I fhall endeavour to clear the PROPER 
“Deity of the Lorp Jesus. “Curist from that cloud of 
darknefs i in which Mr E——t has laboured fo much to involve 
it;—in a few confi derations particularly fuited to his new me- 
thod of attack upon the Divinity of Curist, which, contain- 
ing a great deal of truth, with many plaufable infinuations, 
% being modeftly written with a chriftian like temper, and efpeci~ 
ly as. di ifelaiming all relation or conexion with Arianifm, is 
“better calculated to catch the affint of ‘the unguarded reader, 
‘and undermine the truth of Curi sT’s true Scripture Charatter, 
than mi ue that ever yet ‘appeared with ¢ a de, fignt to pervert it. 


we 
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peibtiss Jesovan managed all the affairs — of his ancient 
church as his own fupreme minifter, and as the Great - 
_ Mediator and King of his people—and that at a certain 
appointed period of time, GOD fent down this blefled Soul, 
willingly divefted of primitive glories, to take fleth in the 
womb of a Virgin, to dwell.in the body of an infant, and. 
grow by degrees to the perfection of a man,—in that body 
to fuffer innumerable - indignities from men and devils,— 
to fuftain intenfe agonies from unknown manifeftations of 
the wrath of GOD againft fin, and at laft yield his body 
to death and the grave.—By finding fuch doétrine clearly. 
contained in revelation, a new luftre will fpread over our 
former ideas of the glory of CurisT, even in his buman 
nature, and add to our wonder at the amazing condefcenfion | 
of our Dear Lorn confidered as EMANUEL our SAVIOUR. 
Befides it will make the Book of GOD, which contains 
the whole {cheme of our falvation, more intelligible to all 
fuch as delight in the knowledge of chriftian doétrines:—_ 
and. will render. the facred volume much more defenfible 
againft thofe men. who either doubt or deny the blefed - 
do&trines pane therein, cermomniny: ease Curist. 
our Lorp. eae by as i aie “a 


a eet no ee. of profeffed chriftians but thofe 
called» - Socinians who. deny that Curist had an exiftence. 
previous to his incarnation. And among thefe who believe 
his pre-exiftence, there is this difference in general, that 
on one fide it is maintained that nothing of CuristT. exifted 
before he appeared in fleth but his pure Deity; created as. 
drians fay, ‘uncreated, as the Orthodox affirm. But 
believe that Curist’s Auman Soul exifted in union 
even before the creation of the world. 
i aft I acknowledge myfelf to be one, and am 
fully per aded that the fentiment is amply fupported by 
the plain fenfe of many texts,in revelation, and in not 4 
few expreffed in plain words. 
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oe kalou: nr ot fiefh, this would be to engage. 
with the Socinians, ‘and carry us too far’ from the prefent 
purpofe; Jet'fuch as would. be fatisfied on that head confi 
ne texts cited in she margin®...,But {hall rather proceed 
immediately to the confideration of thefe texts. raLavhichae, 
think the doétrine of the pre-exiftence of Carist’s human. 
Soult is either 4 ron nmin araneionde Te cant 
x eich gear es Sie ess BY Pe ett: shar 
sin oebicero6iRean 18 «) himfelf in his prayer { are plainly 
to this aie ive wtih thee on the eentlit have 
Fis Ete a) aR ees, Sots Rea _. finifocd 
a en Paeae gti 15.—ili. 30, 31. 
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( 3 ) 
Sinifhed the work which thou gaveft me todo. And now, O 
Father, Guortry thou ME with thine own felfy wITH THE 
Gtory wHich HAD WITH THEE BEFORE THE 
woRLD was. Here Curist declares that he parted with - 
-a glory which he had before he came in flefh, and prays to 
have it reftor’d. If nothing but his divine nature exifted 
before, that could not empty or diveft itfelf of any Glory: 
Therefore it muft be his inferior nature, or his human Soul, 
which did thus exiftand diveft itfelf of its ancient glory for 
atime, to do the work which GO D had given him to do 
on earth, ars GE niinaiieans AE eres Wyints ee; 
MOBI iS: leiptstin, * 
Now it : could hips hes ae nate nature that sajpell ith 
‘this glory either efential, “or. manifeftative. ~The firft is the 
very nature of GOD and can neither be loft nor leffened ; 
it could not be. the other, as it did not exift. before any 
feftiit to.» And tho’ it fhould be fuppofed 
‘that hte might be Angels before the world to whom the 
slo ight be manifefte d, "yet that was not parted 
: Curis came. ‘in fleth, and. therefore could not 
} ee met ew reftored, becaufe Angels. continued to 
glorify him,—they ‘ oer) im, { and on various oc- 
cafion: ons ‘miniftered t to him as thei fovereign. ‘Therefore it 
muft follow that the human Nature exifted, and had a glory 
before the world; eb met gr it Aphen pray for 
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a po: his text, viz. That the hue 
for a vow vi mati it had i in the eternal 
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puzzled to find any tolerable fenfe to it.* But how eafy 
‘and plain is the fenfe if fuppofing the Soul of Jesus 
‘Cursrt to be the fir born of every creature, and to enjoy 
real glory and dignity in the prefence of GOD before the 
world was, as wellas in the following ages, till he volun- 
tarely emptied himfelf of it at his incarnation, and having 
done his work, he prays—‘* Father I have finifhed the 
*¢ work on earth, which thou gaveft me to do in my hu- 
‘“¢ miliation here; and now, O Father, take me to thyfelf 
* in heaven, where I once was, and glorify me with the 
‘* real glory which I had there before the creation: My 
‘ days of appointed abafement are paft, therefore let the - 
“€ power, and fplendor which I igang * thy sae 
‘ before the world was, be reftored to me.’ 


a 


Curist fays, “* With thine own felf,” which determines 
it to be a real glory he had in GOD’s own prefence. So 
evidently this is the fenfe, that to refufe it, muft be owing 
to prejudices againft the doctrine contained in the text, or 
at leaft, an unacquaintednefs with the proper way of ex- 
plaining it ; were it not for one of thefe every reader would 
naturally and neceflarily take it in this fenfe. 


Without 


* A very able divine who would never grant the truth .of 
CuRist’s pre-exifting foul, fortified himfelf again{t it by every 
mean he could ufe in the art of criticifm, of which he was very ca- 
pable. His mannfcript containing critical notes on the texts ufedin © 
favour of the doétrine is before me; in which I find a great deal 
of human learning,—the great {cholar, and the critic; but no con- 
clufive arguments againft the reality of the do@rine. When he 
comes to confider this text, weaknefs and perplexity are vifiblésin— 
his oppofition to it : may even contradiation to his own recei 
‘ons in do@rine. It is hard, if not impoffible to get free 2 
of evidence in this text, without giving up feveral (other received 
truths. Something of this kind being pointed out to this learned 
minifter, feems to be above the power of criticifn te reconcile, as he 
has. not attempted it; nor gone any further with his obfervations than 
this texts which may be properly called the neplus uléra of all who 

oppofe the dogtrine of Chri/i’s pre-exiftant — 







wr 
( «= } 
Without admitting this to be the meaning, I cannot fee 
how it is - pofible to underftand fome other, parts of our 
‘Lorp’ ’s prayer with any, degree of clearnefs. He fays, 
Thou lovedf me before the foundation of the world. How 
unprofitable does the fenfe appear to fay, that GOD loved - 
Curist before t the. world as to the divine nature? But it 
As moft edifying,te Us, and quite fuitable to his purpofe, to 
confider it as fpoken by him as man, referring to his pre- 
exifting ftat e and mature; as. it gives a grand idea of his 
being the early and ancient. object of his Father’s love. 
But this. love cannot. be referred to the decree of GOD, 
for | he loves the ; faints as forfeen i in his decree ; ; whereas the 
evident defign of Curist i iss. ‘That. the faints might enjoy 
the divine love in their eonern he actually ei de 
before the world. — A, 
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-CurisT does 1 not. here pray, “that the otha may enjoy 
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juch a love as is fuppofed to, be peculiar to. ‘the internal dif- 
SUERONS © Deity 5 : but fuch a a. fort of love i in. their degree, 
as he himfelf enj enjoye in. his prevex wiftent ‘Soul. ‘This ren- 
der 0 other verfes ‘plain, §—That # ey may be one as we are 
ne Thou u haf loved 1 them as ‘thou haft loved me,—Hereé the 
fove ae Jenovan ‘bears to Curist as man, and the 
union. of CuristT as man, to Deity, is made a pattern of 
the union of the faints to G oD, and the love of GOD. 
to ‘them. “But | is it poflible to fu uppofe that the ‘eternal, 
inchable,. -effential, and neceflary union in Deity, can be 
a pattern of the unneceflary, ‘uneffential, and voluntary 
4 OD and faints? But the union and 
ween GOD and Curist as man, may be a 
of the love and union between GOD and be- 
Curist. Vet it becomes us. to maintain a 
the Feeperorn and. fublime difference between 
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* Ver. 24. — f Ver. 22, 23, &e. 
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iid and done by G OD, to ‘be attributed to > CHRIST; 
faints. 


“Tt ig an excellent tule for interpretation of Scripture, 
Never to have recour [é to a firained and metaphorical Jenfe, but 
when we know that either the nature of the thing, or Jome 
other revelation of Scripture will not admit of a proper one; 
—And that we misft under fland words in a proper and natural 
Jenfe, where there is no apparent reafon of a igure. Now i in 
the prefent cafe, there is nothing i in Nature or in Scripture 
that forbids this literal meaning of the paffage ; and what 
Biker obfervations may ‘be made on other texts, I willingly 
fubmit | to be tried by the above rule; which is the duty of 
every one to mind, who would give the true and pl 
meaning to ‘Scripture. 


‘The next paffage which we fhall confider is‘the the ad- 
vice which the Apoftle gives to the Philippians, Let this 
mind be in you, which was alfo in Curist JEsus, wh 
being i inthe form of GOD, thought it not robbery te be equal 
with GOD, but made himfelf of no reputation (he emptied 
~himfelf) and took upon him the form. of a sik ihe (being) 
and was. sade 4 in the likenefs of men, &c.* 


4 It is very clear from this paflage, that the Apoftle intends 
- to fet Crist before the Philippians as the beft pattern of . 
humility ; which he does in the moft ftriking manner, by 
aggrandizing his former ftate and circumftances, and then — 
_ defcribing how he emptied himfelf of the glory of the: nj 2 
then appeared on earth in a very mean and low, efta 
Who being in the form of God, thought it no f. ibbery to be 
equal with Ged.—His human Soul being in u ion with the 
Deity, was vetted with a God-like form and glory | in all 
former 





# Phil. ii. 5, 6, 70 


¢ md 
former ages; thus he frequently appeared to the Patriarchs, : 
asthe Angel. of the Lord, (the ANGEL JEHovaAH) and as 
GOD or Jenovan,  with’a heavenly brightnefs about 
him, or cloathed wih the divine Shekinab, the robe of light, 
and fpake and aéted like GOD himfelf. This is the 
form of God, whieh is here fpoken of by the Apoftle,, 
who “Hays; ( nor. did he think it any robbery or finful prefump- 

tion fo to do, that ies to appear and a&as GOD, . fince 
he was united to Deity, and in that fenfe one with GOD.* 
Yet, he emptied himfelf, that i He divefted himfelf of 
the God-like form or appearance, ‘the divine Shekinah, 

and coming in fleth, he was. ‘content to be made in the 
Likenefs of other nen yea, inftead of the form of a God, he 
took upon him the form of a Servant ; that is, ‘inftead of 
the ‘glory in which he appeared and aéted as GOD; he 
came in a mean Jervile form, and humbled himfelf even to 
death, &c. —That the moft: “natural n meaning of this = 
fage is coneeining the Human So iH lof Curis? and its L 

ae : and an) ‘concernin ere Lo mp OF “his 
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in dee. cite Se pare yet Deity j is ‘never in er 
the Bible : ‘propounded as an example of /elf-denial and 
humility: but as it is the chief defi fign of this paflage to 
oe a a wonderful example of humlity and. felf-denial, 
apmaiih: thea be fome ination nae to Deity-that i is 
ee ie) bar. Pye Pe oye ptt: Saco BAO? 











Mm of the vitals, He thought it mo robery to 
Tou | have tended more ‘to confirm the fentiment 
g to illuftrate, but as it would not have been, per- 
lear to an Englith reader, I have followed the Englith 
he fenfe of the moft orthodox ‘Proteftant divines. 
ords . are, applied . to the moft exalted character, 
he Deity. ST, it appears evident, that the other parts of 
the P: ff: ge are 1 oft happily applied to the pre-eniftence and incarnation 

_ of the human foul’ of Chrift; and that this dogtrine requires no 

change in the Englifh tranflation, nor the common taf: of this phrafe 
- to be altered in order to fupport it.” 


(iB .)i 
propofed, which °could be noné other, confiftent*with the 
plain fenfe of the text and the analogy. of faith, than. the 
human. foul of CuRisT, in union to Deity; and the moft 
glorious example it was, when he divefted himfelf of fuch 
ancient glory—fuch a God like form. 


2, Curis being in the form of God cannot here mean his 
Deity, becaufe this~ form is reprefented as inconfiftent with 
the ftate of his humiliation ; therefore he puts off this form, 
or empties himfelf of it, and puts on the oppofite form, viz. 
that of a-fervant, when he became incarnate, and was made 
in the Likene/s of man: But none will fay that he could put 
off his Deity when he came in flefh! ‘Therefore it muft. 
refer to his uman foul which was in the form of. God, or 
made GopD-LIKE appearances before his incarnation ; this 
divine form. he put. off, when he took on him the fa/hion 
of a man, and. the form. of .a.fervant. Befides, the word 

tranflated. here. form,of Gop, no where. fignifies nature, 
effince, or. proper Deity, but only appearance, fhape, likene/s. 
And that this is the meaning of it here is further evident 
. by obferving, that the form of God ftands expreily oppofed 
to the form of a fervant. Now Curist in the civil life 
on earth was not in the condition of a fervant among men 
dire@ly and exprefly; for though he condefcended to per- 
form fervile offices upon fome occafions, he at the fame 
time ‘claimed the authority ofa mafter, over thofé yery 
perfons for, or to whom he performed fervile offices. ——~ 
Therefore though his condition was mean, it was not 
that of a fervant ; confequently, his being in the form of 
a fervant mutt fignify his a€ting fometimes as a /ervant ; 
fo his being in the form of God cannot fignify his De 
ts rather his appearing and acting as GOD. Sa 








3. It will not admit of contradiétion, That the faine 
nature which. emptied it/elf was. afterwards filled with glory: 
as a recompence,—that the fame nature which humbled 
itfelf, was afterwards highly exalted by GOD, Now this 

was 


( 19 ) 
was not the Deity of Curist, but his baman nature: for 
‘it would be ftrange to fuppofe the Apoftle to fay, That the 
_ Deity emptied and abafed itfelf, and the human nature was 
exalted as a recompence of this abafement. ; 


eet us now confider a fimilar paflage, which tends to il- 
tuft rate the former, and give new force to the prefent argu- 
ment. The Apoftle fays to the Corinthians, Ye know the 
grace of our Lond Jesus Curist, that tho’ be was rich, 
yet for your fakes he became pee we Be ihe de bis poverty 

might be made rich.* 

aie cannot be faid of GO D, sale he Beckie poor, who 
is infinitely felf-fufficient, neceflarily and eternally rich in 


perfections and glories, and the indefeafable poffeffion of - - 


all things.—And if CurisT as man was never in a richer 
ftate than when on earth, it could not be faid that ever he 
was rich; for he was always extremely poor, the fon of man 
had not where to lay bis head. Now he could not be ina 
richer ftate as man before, if nothing of his manhood ex-. 
ifted till his incarnation. I know not then how any tole- 
rable fenfe can be put upon this text, without fuppofing 
the Luman Soul of our Lorp Jesus Curis? to exift ina 
former fate, where he was rich indeed, in many glories 
and privileges ; of which he divefted himfelf, and became 
poor for our Jakes, when he was incarnate, a helplefs — 
lying ina manger, the fon at a i ee &e. 


-Some will fay, ‘He was rich as G O D, and became poor 
4 an. The futility of fuch reafoning requires no other 
wer than being referred to the text, where every impar- 
_ tial p erfon. of common fenfe will fee there can be no fuch 
es it; mor indeed in any other, as it is contrary to 
common fenfe, and therefore not to be found among the 

= ‘ -unerring 
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Pies words of oe ine. wifdom a nd rein Rs Bithop 
Fowler. fays of it, . “ his. is fach a firain and force upon 
_ the words of . feripture, that it looks. like laying | hold iy 
any thing. to ne at a dead lift’ ” ; 
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. Noris the finer Das interpretation. a many « on this text 
pipebumiste to. the purpofe, viz. Ks Se That ‘Curist, ‘as ; 

a, ‘Gop—Man, n the beginning « of the union of the two 

‘“ matures, vemptied or divefted himfelf of the riches of 

“© glory, which he fhould have had, “and which were ‘his 

8 de jure, tho’ not his de faéto, i. e. which he might juitly 

\. have affumed. and poflefied, tho’ he did not, aGtually z af- 
Ps er and poets. jade f But this i is He Soe 
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pmsite as par sbelichin hicks. two. ge a we . hay é 
above, which): at well ‘as this, exprefly fay that ‘Curist 
had ‘glory, “honour, : and. riches. before he. was incarnate. 
They:do, not barely. intimate his, right | to thefe, but plaini ly 
affirm his aéiual'poffeffion of, them, of } which, on his appear- 
| nig in, eth he. difpoffeffed himfelf. ‘This is. plainly the 
“mnéaning of the texts; and. ei wn, siti a tropical 
‘macating without. evident enue wert 
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deads fo siaturally into, this fentiment, that. Divines it in gene- 
“yal, defcribe GOD. the. Father. as ‘parting | with bis fon n out : 
of his bofom, when he took fleth t upon him; and they tepre~ 


viene age alk or the FoR, af God when he bec ame goat 





ps the Wapet Bes tab pee de bis ‘glorious fiaie, and p " 
iscsi havi sree? galt Atte But whatever t 








Oaxiat ; “bar the irhiole is Bey proper . ia 1a 
‘appofitely denote and exprefs the real hun Nation” 
‘Craist’s pre-exiftent Soul. & 
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_ The generality. of Divines believe that it was only the 
Divine Nature or Deity of Curist ‘that exifted ‘before he 
was conceived of the virgin; yet when they deferibe the 
‘exceeding great. love of GOD in fending his Son, and 
the tranfcendent love of the Son in freely undertaking, 
coming, and fubmitting to die for our fakes ;—The Scrip- 
tures themfelves plainly lead them to fuch a yeprefentation 
of things, and the force of truth fo manifett i in revelation, 
confines them to fuch expreflions, as can never agree in 
any propriety of fpeech to the Deity of Curisr, (except 
fuch a one as Arians are pleafed to allow him) nor are they 
confiftent with their own profeft opinions ;— But they are 
perfectly. confiftent with Scripture, and the doctrine we 
here contend for.. A very eminent Divine fays, He that 
was in the bofom of the Father and had the moft intimate, clofe» 
and “fecret delight and love from the Father, how un[peakable 
ts it that be Should deprive himfelf of the fenfe of it, to put 
bimjelf, as it were out of heaven into hell. Thefe and 
‘many fuch like expreffions have. a peculiar beauty in them 
when applied to the Sozl of Curist which exifted in joy 
and glory in the bofom of GOD before the creation of 
the world—in this light, they aré great and noble, ‘jaft and 
true, and with propriety fet forth the tranfcendent love of 
GOD in fending, and CurisT in coming from fuch j joys 
and glories to take flefh, fuftain fhame, forrow, pain, 
_anguifh of flefh and fpirit, the tharpeft agonies, and moft 
“excruciating pangs of death.—And this love is enhanced, 
when we confider that the Sou/ of Curtst was united to His 
Deity; fo that hereby GOD himfelf is joined to flefh and 
peg a oO eh became manife fi in the fle fe. gh 


as Bat if we fhall fappofe nothing of Curist exifted before 
me incarnation but his pure Deity, then all the expreffions 
concerning the love of GOD and CurisT are void of 
‘truth ¢ and propriety. For the Deity of CurisT can never 
be faid to leave the bofom of the Father—can never diveft 
D2 itfelf 


( 22 ri 

stlelf of j sae ae glory;—Nor i is ee any fenfe in be 
that GOD the Father could difmifs the Deity of his Son 

from his bofom. Deity muft have eternal, unchangeable 
and complete beatitude and glory—can never be difpoffeffed 

of it—can never fuftain rea/ forrow, fuffering or pain. 
There may be a relative imputation of the forrows of hu- 

man nature, to the. divine, becaule, of their union ; and 
therefore the fufferings acquire. ina legal Jenfe, a dignity 
and merit equivolent to a fatisfaétion for fin: “yet the moft 
that’ can. be fuppofed of the abafement ‘of Hee 1S, Thiet tis 

merely : relative not real. 
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coNianr, as De Deity of Curt aes pene not be Bparaiclt 
ne the bofom of GOD when he came into this world, 
fo neither could his Soul, if it had no prior exiftence, and 
fo never was there. Confequently all the glorious and pa- 
thetic reprefentations in, the, common fcheme of Divinity 
concerning the Jove of CurisT in leaving the joys and 
glories of heaven, have no ideas beionging to them, and can- 
‘not be true in any fenfe whatfoever, fince they can neither 
_ be applied. to the human nor divine nature of Curist, nor 
to his whole perfon. The figure of communication of pr o~ 
perties will not help here, for tho’, what is true of one 
nature may | be attributed ‘to ‘the other, or to the whole per- 
fon; ;—yet, what i is not true con¢erning. either nature Je epa- 
vated or united, cannot be attributed to him at all: So that 
the language of the common {cheme is abfolutely. void of 
ideas.--But by admitting the pre-exiftent fate of CuRIst’s 
Soul, the language of Scripture, and of the Divines _agreea- 
ble thereto on this fubjeé&t have a vifible and ftriking reality 
in them ;—they fhew the amazing love of CuristT in fuch 
a furprifing light, as fhould roufe all the powers of our fouls 
to admire and adore the love of GOD in fending his e- 
doved Son JEsus -Curist,—and the love of Curist i in 
confenting to fuch, abafement, ‘and finifhing fuch an. afto~ 
nifhing work of humiliation ! 


* Befides 


& te 
_ Befides the’ texts already mentioned in proof of this 
point, there are feveral which are equally plain to the pur=: 
pofe by intimating, That the being which came down 
from-heaven and was fent of GOD into the world, had 
a will different, from the will of GOD, and therefore 
muft be. inferior. to Deity.—Now with refpect to CurisT, 
this could be no other but the will of his buman Soul. 
Our Lorp Jesus declares, that he came down from hea- 
ven not to do his own will, but the will of him who fent him.* 
Here it is manifeft, that the purpofe and defign of his com- 
ing was not. to fulfil his will who came, but the will of his 
‘Father who fent him. And that he had: this different will 
is evident in his fufferings when human nature manifefted 
an innocent reluctance ; but afterwards faid, Father, not my 
will, but thy will be done.—Now with what ‘propriety can 
we fuppofe the Deity of Curist faying, I came down 
from heaven not to do mine own will, but the will of him 
that fent me ? Every idea in the text forbids fuch conftruc- 
tion, efpecially when it is confidered, that Deity, which 
is eternally the fame, fhould have one will i in Curist, 
and a ‘different one in the FatuEer! may we not pros 
: nounce it utterly and Jean impofhible? hy he ages 


“When Curie fpeaks of himfelf in prophecy. he points 
out the fame idea of having a different will, J delight to do 
they will, O my GOD ; yea thy law is written in my heart t. 
‘That this refers to his incarnation in a fpecial manner, is 

| clear from the epiftle to the Hebrews, where this prophecy 
is cited and explained, When he cometh into the world, he 
faith, facrifice and burnt offerings thou would? not, but a 
BoDyY haf thou prepared mE, lo I come to do THY WiLL, O 
‘GOD - It muft bea ftrong aa indeed, that will 
PEO ceo ee yg Boake 
— * robh vi. ’ . + Pla. xxxx, 8 

¢ If any fhould. afle who is intended ‘by ME in the text? What 

anfwer conld be given but that it was Jesus then exilting. The 


ieee is fomething elfe than pure Deity,—for he fays, thy will, O 
GoD» 
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oe there are ‘more texts which corroborate this fenti- 
‘viz. fuch as. -reprefent Curist’ cp coming into the 
id being fent by the Father, in fach a a manner as 
nly lead ‘the impartial to believe’ he hada | real and f ‘pro- 
er. dwelling in. another place, and in another ma nner be- 
“came “into ‘the world in ‘fleth, and | that he then 
? ed his pl: ce and” company, ‘and manner of life; “all. 
w ich ecm more, agreeable toa ‘human pirit, than: to pro- 
ity. The bare reading . of Crrist’s own language 
feads naturally to thefe ideas. | TL came down from heaven not 


2 lo m my own willy &e. = am the an bread which « came 
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Go De Bart to. be shes divine nature is sncivl, “by Sr Bs: is fo sieving 
inconfiftent i in feveral refpetts that no confiderate perfon can allow it. 
It mutt be certai nly eafier to conceive of a body prepared for. the foul 
‘then ‘exifting, than a body prepared © for divine nature. The whole 
* of the terms in the context as the | apoftle has them, fhews that 
Cul RIST was there fpeaking in his inferior charaéter’ to = EHOVAH, 
who had anointed him the great high prieft of his people, and being 
‘the facrifice himfelf, it was neceflary. he fhould have, blood to to make 
an atonement for fin. For this purpofe a body was pr epared fo him, 
_and he 1ews his willingnefs to take this dedy, and ufe it for the facred 
purpote « of. fulfilling 1 the will of JEnovaAn in the pike a: his 

ople. 

a the. application of this text ‘where. Coie is pales the ae 
Son of man, fome may objet, * That it cannot mean ‘the human 
“© foul, as that cannot be called the fen of man.” Anfwer, FF hat 
the name »fon of man ordinarily fignifies no more than man, ‘OF jome 
confiderable man; and when applied to Curist it “mneans” the 
Meffic Gah. 2. If Cu RIST *s human foul may not be called i : 
man, how will it do to call his Deity fon of man ° And \ a: oR 
can be made of the text read thus, What if ye fhall fee wey on of 
man, that is the human nature, afcend where the for oer that 
is the Deity was before * And yet this mutt be the exp ition of ‘the 
text, if Currst had no pre-exi/fant foul; and whither this, « or the 


pe: I have applied it be moft plain and confiftenc, let-every reader 
Judge. : 






“Oh 
1 


. 
aifcend up where he wis before t. I know whence I came and 
whither I go §, I caimé forth from the Father, and am come. 
into the world ; again, I leave the world, and go to the Fa- 
ther ||. His being with the Father; and his being in the 
dorid, ave oppofite ‘ftates, and reprefented as inconfiftent 
with each other in the fenfe which Curist fpeaks of. his 
Father’s company and abfenee: But pure Deity cannot be 
abfent fromm the Father even while it is in this world, nor 
can it return to him afterwards. It is» very obfervable, 
that when’ ‘Curist had fpoketi thefe words, his difciples 
faid, Lo, now thou fpeakeft plainly, and fpeakef? ‘no parables 
that is, there is no difficulty or ob{fcurity in the words. 
But are there not difficulty and obfeurity : ain ‘them, if we — 
muft conftrué’ thera by figures, and not ‘in the plain and 
obvious ‘fenfe ;efpecially if his’ coming from: the Father, as 
GOD, mutt be taken in’a figurative fenfe, as is contended 
for, atid his*going to the Father, as man, ina literal fenfe-; 
pg bitte is fede seigiets °c gett ae Si Rt 3 
a ae - ba 
Ther re ate. ‘figer. other! ‘hems ao. the: otal sanpifeseokte 
‘No Snain® hath afeended up to ‘heaven, 'but be that came vilin 
from heaven, even the. fon of man, “who is; or was,* in ‘hea~ 
ven.*. Fe that is of the earth i is earthly, and Speaketh of the 
“Serpe ‘He Phat ‘cometh from heaven’ is above all.t JEsus 
‘ynowing: that he ‘came Lot ae ha, ‘was going to 
WBA BIT O19 We GOD. 
Nhe alipod PO 3 ef ai eh SSN As 
--tofohn vi. 38, Sah 62. -§ ville 14> oe ig Fa + Toha ee 
* John ili. 13. The original: ‘word may be either rendered is or 
a was” and is madé either prefent or paft as mott fuitable to the fenfe 
“of the paffage'v where it occurs. Such as would have it renderedis 
“here, mutt make it to mean the Desty of Curisy which was in 
“Reaven ’ ‘at the time he was {peaking on-earth; but how this will rally 
“avith'the | terms fon of man isnot fo clear. (See the laft note.) But 
Gf it be rendered was, which it may properly be, and is fo rendered 
in Jolin “ix. ‘25. Bph. ii.\1, 5. where the fenfe will agree with no 
vother ‘conftrustion, then the ‘text is plainly a proof of the fentiment 
we prefently contend for, and makes the. sulcr bala ealy. to the 
moft fimple reader. 
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GOD. ‘sina he afcended, what. is ity but hie _ 
abe ieee fife into the 5 btarer wperts is the earth, ip 


if hs iy roe Mx 


To ealioebaton may. hinatiidie vides ‘the “Apoftle Ses 
The firft man is of the earth, earthly; the fecond man is the 
Lord from heaven.|| This the Apoftle {peaks of Curist’s 
original in oppofition to 4dam’s, whofe foul was created 
on earth, after.a body was made out of the earth for it: 
But the foul-of CuristT was created in heaven, and there- 
fore he. is called the Lorn from beaven. This. is: abun-. 
dantly more intelligible than how the eternal GOD. fhould 
come down from heaven, any other ways than asin union 
with the foul of Curisr; fince the eternal GO D, ever 
filled all things with his. prefence, and therefore, could 

-meyer fora momentleave heaven really and.properly,; which 
is the plain fenfe> ofthe: texts, -and.not, in an, allegorical 
fenfe, which at once. deftroys. the: plainnets,and propriety 
‘of the the texts, and leaves us to) grope in the dark fora 
meaning, to which, when found, we can perfix no rational. 
“ideas” that: will-correfpond with the. proper . fenfe of the 

sterms which ate.ufed, and ondouanatlyst we are. obli- 
ged to confider the whole as.an allegory, © co 4 








38 ss ey oaeee 


sriopat, that (ne ‘above. plain hee is "what, the Apoftle i in-. 
tends, i is. full, more: evident from what he adds, i. we 
dave borne the image of the earthly, we fpali alfa Shae. the 
image. Me tbe. chegyen’.* a, Saale that our Souls are 


me 


ia ae wgé made 
et John xiii. 3 oer 
- § -Eph. iv. 9, 10. This text appears plainer ie ahaa, of 
Owns ts defcent into the womd of the virgin, thancinto rhe graye, 
‘for David ules” the fame expreffion, Pfa.cxxxix. 1 Se My Subftance 
was made in fecret, and curioufly wrought in the lower, paris < of the 
earth. Befides it was the fou of CuRisT that defcended fron 
“ven, but not into the grave. “Now, fays the apoltle, He that- 
ended thus, is the fame alfo that afcended up far abot the hearers, 
that is, the foul defcended to aflume the body, and being embodied, 
it afcended above the heavens. cL id ee hase 
|| 1 Cor. xv. 47. 
*® Verls 49. 
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made now on earth, and joined to frail feeble bodies, fub- 
jeit to difeafe and corruption: But as the Soul of Curist 
‘came down from heaven, and affumed a body ‘on earth, 
fo the Souls ofthe Saints fhall come down from heaven at 
the refurreétion, and affume their immortal bodies upon 
earth: and in this fenfe, Curist, the fecond Adam, the 
Lorp from heaven is the pattern of the faints refurrection 
much rather than’ the firft Adem; and the parallel which’ 
the Apoftle reprefents of our bearing the image of the earthly. 
and the heavenly Adam, is more jut, perfeé and natural, 
by ane in this part of the ett rete as wet as others. 
wh iii roa a thefe Gian: The ree fit 
heaven, oto fignify the Deity of Curist:. But how 
inconfiderately do: fuch lofe fight of the Apoftles defign? 
which is to fhew how the man Curist Jesus fhall be 
the pattern of Saints raifed to glory: But can any fuppofe 
it as any part of his meaning, That the Saints thall bear 
- the image of Deity. It is certainly more plain and agree- 
able to Scripture, to fay, That they fhall bear the image of 
Curtsv’s glorified human nature, and confequently thefe 
glorious expreffions in the ‘texts refer'to his Auman Soul. 
And if all thefe things are impartially laid together, we 
will find it hardly poffible to conceive how. our bleffed 
Loxp and his’ Apoftles fhould exprefs his real and proper 
decent from heaven’ in plainer words than thofe cited 
above ; or in words better fitted to lead every ¢ common reader 
into this plain a eafy fenfe. < : 


Apu before we iaipetinneds it vill be wocoftiy to remove an 

oO Seo which perhaps fome may lay weight upon, viz. 
> are fome expreffions in the Old Teftament which 

sd GOD as coming down upon earth to vifit the af- 
fairs of men; and in this analogical fenfe the Deity of 
CHuRrsT” may pn faid to iia and defcend, fo that thefe 


words 
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words need ‘not’ be ee to. ca ne Soul of 
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ied sae ice it! saan. 5 aleciaintenheaipart that whe this’ 
manner of fpeech is’ ufed concerning’ GOD,’ it’ is to be: 
interpreted figuratively. or analogically, becaufe the literal: 
nfe be true: but where thediteral fenfe is juft, 
in'and éafy, and not inconfiftent with the feope‘of Scrip- | 
rare, where: is: the ‘neceffity apes: ein ma 
bao moire of ps bes setts heen, separ 
2 hehe eae aie ce a Or idhaelen a oad agin Ra ils eae 
2. When GOD is fia 6 defend from heaven, or to 
ae thither. inthe Old Teftament, itis fo” -exprefied to 
‘fhew: that this: GOD, is Jesus\CurRistT, or the duman 
Soul: of Cuxist’ united: to Deity in the pre-exiftent ftate, 
bycwhofe fervice| GO Di. managed allthe affairs of ancient” 
ages, and: more: efpecially fuch: as) si relation to. the ripen’ 
one Church; : sOritheiholy feedivionia 22220" ey EE OS g: 


Ms ett ‘ 
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eth ‘When. we confider. the, rasa of thofe pais 
CHRIST? 's.coming. down. from. heaven, coming from the Fatber, 
coming into,.the world, &c.. they evidently,. beanja. plain and. 
jot, antithefis Gs.to his departing. from, the world. his: returning) 
to; the. Father, his afcending.into-beaven, &c: whichare men- 
— at,the fame time: Now every. reader plainly under- 
ftands all, the, latter. expreffions: concerning. the: human na- t, 
eee of. CHRIST; 3 and is.it poffible to give a fufficient. rea~ 
fon why the former expreffions. fhould not be attributed to. 
his /uman nature is ; thatis, to his human Soul which j is 
thchishamitehithe a: few 9 yb tn ee 
ib hall. con sec ‘his re of. et fabjed, by obi erving, 
That if, the , Mott 1 natural. and: obvious fenfe: of Ser 
leads Sus. to believe, that there. was: a glorious being. who is - 
fometimes. called an. Angel, and, fometimes: 2 a. Man. under 
the Old Teftament, who was s cloathed with peculiar rays of 


a glory 















( @9 ) 
glory, and aflumed Divine prerogatives, and yet in other 
parts of his character and conduét appears much interior to 
the Majefty of pure Deity; and that this illuftrious Being 
emptied and divefted himfelf of his peculiar.riches and glory 
when he came to dwell in flefh,—that hewas capable of 
having a will different from the wi// of his Father, as plainly 
appears from his words, Father, not my will, but thy will 
be done,—that he did really. leave his dwelling with the 
Father, and came down into our world, I fay, as all thefe 
things are fo evident from the Scriptures, I know not 
what fubje&, nor any fubjeét they can be applied to but 
the human Soul of Curist, and its exiftence before his 
incarnation. i nt Shed Pm rear Neg 
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ped it. ‘would be tedious, rae carry ‘us. be: ond our in~ 


tended bounds. to confider particularly. all. the texts ir in, 
Revelation that ‘tend to illuftrate. the. truth of f this doétrine, z 
‘and as” thefe already | confidered are fuficient to 1 thew what : 
countenance it hath in ‘the divine oracles, we fhall next 
proceed to confider fome arguments in favour of th fits doc= 
trine.—1. i was neceffary that the Soul of ‘Curist ist faculd 
ext if, that it might give its previous afual confent to the great 
end arduous undertaking of atonement for our r fins. aia 


“Jt cahnot ee" denied, that it was the human Soul if 
Curist ‘that endured all the weaknefs, poverty and pain 0 
his. infant ftate, that fuftained all the labours and fatigue of 
life ;—that felt the bitter reproaches of men, as well as ‘the 
-_buffitings of devils, and the awful infli@ions of the juf- 
tice of GOD. This is evident if. we confider, that the 
diviné nature is not capable of either pain or fhame; and 
that the flefh or body abftraétly confidered, is not fufcep- 
tible of pain or fhame without the foul. It muft then be | 
requifite that the Sov/ of Curist fhould give its aétual 
‘confent to this undertaking before his labours, pains, ‘and 
forrows began, which was as foon as ever he was born. re 


Can it be thought caus or eedhie to ern that 
he who was to undergo fo much for our fakes fhould be 
taken from his child-hood in a mere paffive manner into 
this difficult and moft tremendous work, and afterwards. 
only give his confent to it when he was grownta man, 
upon fome. fecret divine intimation that he was born for 
this purpofe? It looks more like the rational» fcheme of 
our falvation, and condecent in ‘Tefpect to the nature of 


nee Nn 


% things 
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things, and the juftice and equity of GOD, that Currst’s 
Ssul that endured all thefe pains, fhould well know before 
hand what the great work of our redemption would, coft 
him, and that he fhould freely and voluntarily accept the 
propofal fro 1 the Father. If this is not fuppofed true, the 
contrary mutt, , that the work of our redemption was rather 
a tafk Spoke upon CurisT, than an original arid volun- 
tary engagement ‘of his own, and confequently the merit 
and plory. of this greateft of undertakings i is not only dimi- 
nifhed, but totally deftroyed, which fentiment is fhocking ' 
in it idfelf, and contrary Ao revery idea of Revelation. 
P idle 
~ But when ‘we fuppofe the Soul of CHRIST united to Da, 
at its firft creation, and being thereby fully capacitated for 
the amazing work, receiving the propofal with cheerful- 
nefs from GOD before the foundation of the world, and 
then, ‘from an inward ‘delight to glorify his Father, and 
from. a compaffionate principle to’ the children. of men, 
-undertaking the difficult and bloody fervice, and coming 
down into a human body to fulfil it: This highly exalts the 
merit of sic love, and the mpi his” condefcenfion and 
eee rage i 
The voluntary confent of CurisT to become incarnate 
and to fuffer, is plainly reprefented in many places of 
Scripture. He fays, Sacrifice and offering thou didft not 
defire,— mine ears haft thou bored, thefe were not fufficient 
to expiate the fin of man ; Thou haf? prepared a body for ME, 
then faid 1, lol come, that is to dwell in this body, to un- 
dertake this work ; I delight to do thy will, O my GOD, 
jea we law is within my beart*, His own confent appears 
ty ee ad 
* Pfal. xxxx. 6, 7. Com. Heb x. 5. Mr Goodwin fays, “That 
“ thefe two expreflions, my ears hal? thou bored, and thy law is with- 
** in my heart, -are more properly applied to the Soul of his. human 


- nature, and to be underftood, to be the voice of his human nature, 
rather 


{ 32 ) sy 
“pitisty. from thefe words, -He humbled himfelf +, He -emp- 
fied himfelf of. Glory ‘when he became man; and "died for 
finners. .He himfelf took part of fle/> and blood with this 
defign, that he “might die, that he might through his death 
defiroy the works of the Devil t. »Hesfirther declares his 
own confent in the. ftrongeft and i oabe words, L came 
down from heaven to do the will of ‘my Father.—Therefore 
“doth my father love me, becaufe d lay ies diay ones I might 
take it up again.—No man taketh my li life from me, that is 
again, my free confent,—Z lay it down of myfelf §, that is 
-of my own choice and voluntary engagement. This ought 
“to be well confidered by all who would not derrogate from 
the honour of the bleffed. mediator JE sus CyHrist, and 
a amazing love that 5 ie in oe mighty Ry 
3 | ve ‘ 
ol,’ ge does not appear Ba if Son of G oD colt properly 
H center. into @ covenant. with the Father to do and Suffer what 
was a gee to our Preven Sepa a human Soul. 





a 4 
=a ‘Though it thould 2 granite yet re Ral eieds nature con- 
» trived all the parts of this covenant; yet it muft add luftre, 
: glory, and a more confpicuous equity to this covenant, 
“when we confider the Aan Jesus Curist who is pro- 
‘perly the mediator of it to be prefent before the world, 
“to be chofen and appointed the redeemer or reconciler of 
-mankind,—to be then ordained the head of his future peo- 
: ple,—to receive promifes, grace, and {piritual bleffings » in 
‘their name,—and to accept the folemn and weighty truft 
from the ae, of his ey aw to take the care of seers of 
Sta SS aa ns ; - fouls. 
ight ‘vather than of the divine: He was os willing and Rbediegs to ers D’s 
will, asa fervant to do his mafter’s work.” This great / Author 
thought this confent fo neceffary, that he rather ventures to introduce 
a moft miraculous fcene, than to have this early contol CHRIST 
“as.man omitted; and therefore he fuppofes that in a miraculous way 


the foul of Cunist did give itfelf uP to this work, from his very 
birth. = 


~ + Phil, ii. ae oe “Heb. | lis £40 § “— Vie 38;—-Ke £75 ie 


(gg )) 
fouls. All thefe.are,expreffed or. implied: in. the following» 
texts.. Bos. by is one Mediator between GOD: and man,. 
even the Man Curist. Jesus. Bleffed, be the GOD. and 
Father. of our, Lorv. Jesus Curist, who hath bleffed us 
with all Spiritual bleffings in heavenly places in CHRIST, ac- 
cording as he hath. chofen us in. him before the foundation of the 
world. ace rar D hath faved usy and. called us with an holy call- 
ing, not according to, our works, but according t to his own pur- 
pofe and grace which was given us in CHRIST. Jesus before: 
the world began. » Eternal hi life which, GOD that cannot lie 
promifed before. the world began. _To,whom could this pro-» 
mife be: made. but. to _jezsus, Curis, and to.us in him, as: 
the: great head, patron, and reprefentative. of. believers ?>— 
Ail that dwell on earth fhall-worfbip the beaft, whofe names 
are not written in the book of life of the Lamb flain from the 
foundation of the. world... _ Whether. thefe words, from the 
foundation of | the.w world,,. refer. to, the laying. of the Lamb by 
anticipation, or, ‘rather to writing, of the book 9 life, yet’ 
they certainly . refer. to, the; tranfaétion. of; this important: 
affair with: the, Lamb,, and’ therefore this expreflion is feve-- 
-ral times ufed. in, the, book of the Revelation. yi Ye sds diihes 
“A wt na ote. ris that it. wasi ase virtue-of the: 
facrifice of his, own, blood. which, (Curist was to offer in 
due. time, that mankind were made partakers of {piritual 
benefits in, the. various ,ages. fince the fall of man ; hence 
Curist .was.a Saviour from the beginning. of. the world : 


yea even. thofe who. apply thefe things merely to the divine 
nature of Curist confenting to what was propofed by the 


F: ather,, allow that the human ‘nature of CuRisT mutt be | 

included in the. view of. GOD by way of. prolepfis -or 

anticipation. But furely it .is better to underftand thefe 
things | concerning the Soul of Curis as aétually- united. 

to the diyine ‘Mature, and _adtually Sonlcnting: to the terms 

of 


2 


+ 1Tim. ii. 5. Eph.i, 3,4. 2 Tim.i,8, 9, 10. Tit. i. 2, 
Rev. xiii. 8, 


() 34. Me 
of this covenant, fince it was the human. natute which. “was. 
to endure the fufferings ; then there will be no need for 


proleptical figures to interpret the agers of. Scripture, 


fince the literal § fenfe i is Jah and GENE. \windng ok ucaiabeg a 2 
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| the not foe in the vetiny of ‘ghana commonly called 


the Covenant of redemption, but alfo in the publi ifping of it 


/ as a Covenant of Grace to men in all ages,. the exiftence of 


Curist as GOD-MAN appears: neceflary to conftitute him 
2) proper . Mediator, Can any one fuppofe it. confiftent with’. 
this covenant that the vengeance of GOD. fhould run on 


for four thoufand years, without any proper en ce 


under taker on the part: of Man? Inthe very nature of its: 
it includes two real diftinG parties, GO D and Man; ares 
the title Mediator requires that Man fhould be: er 
before the communication of the. benefits of it)to man in’ 


- the moft’ early ages. This is clear from the Apoftle calling. 


between the Father and the Son before the world.” In ‘whee i. 
Doétrine of. the ee Tinity commonly called Orthodox, | itis 


the Mediator i in that covenant the Man Curisr Jesus; * 
which fhews that the human naturé was ignally ‘concerned 
in the Mediation. . And for the ‘fame reafon the dock of /i fe 
is faid to belong to the Lamb, which name may be pro-- 
perly applied to the human nature of CurtsT in union. 


' with the:divine; but with no -kind of propriety can it be 


applied. x to is ering nature peter94 88 wipe union. eae BOM 
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L mutt. cael mention another ¥ very eretnarkables sthdniget 
wherein Orthodox Divines are inconfiftent with themf{elves, © 
wiz. In their manner of reprefenting the dogtrine of ae 


rinity, and the covenant of redemption, or the tranfaction — 


afferted, That GOD is but one fimple, infinite,” ‘andieter-" 





nal {pirit ; confequently the divine Effence, powers, ; nd 
effential properties of paste Sede and Holy Ghoftpin Deity, 
” aie aire 


#1. Tim. ik. 5. 
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are numerically the fame: That it is the fame ‘numerical 
confcioufnefs, wnderftanding, will and power that belongs | 
tothe Sacred three, who are diftinguifhed by the properties _ 
of Paternity, Filiation, and Proceffion ; but their thoughts, — 
ideas, volitions, and agencies muft $e ne to this’ 
icheme) eee” the fame. 

Now it is siiliaa i ite! ee: of what divines have’ faid 
about the Covenant of Redemption, whether as to the 
parties contratting—the’ bufinefi tranfacted—the manner of | 
tranfaGting—the articles agreed on—the performance of fti- 
pulations—or the date of the tranfa¢tion—all is direétly 
contrary to any ideas we can have of their do&rine of the 

Trinity. For itis not poffible to have any idea of Curis?’ s 
Deity tranfa&ting this affair with the Father, and at the 
fame: time believe, that’ their’ Deity, perfettions, powers, 
will, and con/cioufne/s are numerically the fame.—This is to 
maintain contradi€tions.—Mere perfonalities cannot. con= 

-fult and tranfa@ in'a way of contra&, propofal, and.con- 
feat. It requires two diftin& confeioufneffes—diftin& wills 
to/enter into fuch a covenant. But sag are no fuch dif! 
tin&tions in the one Infinite Spirit. = aS 
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. But this matter is put beyond all ated byt the account’ 
we have of this covenant and its articles, one of the Beings, 
Perfons,: or Parties contracting is’ evidently inferior to the 
other; — and is capable of receiving ‘commiffions, orders,’ 
{upport, and: recompenfe from the other. But if no more 
of CurisT exifted at that ‘tiie than his Deity, ‘and the 
' Deity of Curist andthe FaTuer be the’ fame, what! 

need ‘of orders, ‘commiffions,—why promifes of fupport: and 
recompenfe? How can the Deity of Curist be fupported 
and recompenfed ‘by the FaTHER who has the fame nume- 
rical glory and power? ‘Hence all the pathetic reprefenta- 
tions of this *covenant cam amount to no more than the 
Simple decree or volition: of the one eternal infinite Spirit.—An 
@5 F abfolute. 


> 





“well ordered in all things and fare, by whichis 


\ 


LgGow 
abfolute decree’ of the Great-Gop,; that the Zan nen i 
‘Curist when formed, fhould undertake and fulfil this 
work four thoufand years. after the world was made:—It 
‘was only the Deity of CurisT that decreed that the human 
nature fhould exift,—be united to Deity—and fuffer death 
‘for men.—Perhaps fome of thefe difficulties may feem to 
‘be folved by the help of fizures of fpeech, without admit- 
“ting Curist’s pre-exifient Soul, but | am certain they.cannot 
all be either folved or explained by all the devices of men. » 
Whereas admitting Curist to be the firft born of every 
“creature —the beginning of the creation of GOD, and inti- 
“mately united to. Deity, then we have proper fubjects — for 
- thefe, sah oo before the foundation of . the 
world. y “a EOE er 1 Teer S| 


bey 
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ai the: ie Gero patie ne ait Eleét dre: canter 
‘united, ‘they ftand in one covenant,—CurisT in the ever- 
_Tafting contrads: of grace reprefented his people as their 
_ head—He “covenanted for them as a public’ perfon, “who 

‘was to. manage all the: great affairs’ of this covenant. Pray 


how could this covenant take place, if He who was a Party 


“in it, and the manager of it were not in being? Can we 
“fay that GOD communicated his mind to a non-entity 2 
that: he covenanted and contrasted with nothing ?—With 
that which was to Have no exiftence till four thoufand 
years ‘after ‘Adam’ s fall? If this be ‘true, then Jesus 
“CurisT was not: areal, but an’ imaginary Mediator; -con-. 
te ae a it was no more than an’ imaginary covenant, and 
man’s falvation is no more than ymaginary—for it can never 
De proved, that GOD covenanted with Curis* after his 


‘incarnation ; ‘fo. that our falvation is founded on’ an “imagi- 


nary Cuaist, and an imaginary: covenant. 
“G O D :that things are otherways, and that’ thige 
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manifefted 
‘the ancient, , tranfcendent love,of GOD and- CurisT, 
she foundation of all that. has been.done to reftore:finners ' 
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fo the happinefs they had forfeited by tranfgreffion. Ad- 
mitting the ancient exiftence of Curist’s Soul, every thing 

coincides admirably well, and anfwers all the various ex- 

preffions in Scripture on this fubje&, without {training the 
‘words with needlefs tropes and figures :—It becomes fo 
_ plain that he who runs may read it, and every unlettered 
. chriftian may underftand thefe early grounds of his hope, 

and the fure foundation laid by GOD, on which retts all 
that i is dear to him in time and EON i 
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3. Another argument to fabport this doctrine may be 
taken from the de/criptions of Curist’s coming into the 
world mentioned in Scripture. This great event is always 
exprefled in fome corporal language, fueh as denotes his’ 
taking on him animal nature,—a body,—or flesh, without 
ever mentioning his taking a Soul. By confulting the 

Scriptures impartially, fo much will be found in this argu- 
ment as to fhake the foundation of thefe prejudices which 
_have prevailed againtt a doétrine fo confpicuous on the face 
of many texts. _ I thall mention, a few of thefe that are con- 


~. elufive in. this argument. Lhe word was made FLESH, and 


_ dwelt among us.—He was made of the [eed of David according 
to the FLESH.—GO D fending his own fon. in the likenefs of 
ees FLESH.—-GOD /fent forth his fon MADE OF & 
-WoMAN.* Such texts mutt literally apply to the material, 

+ eos oral. body,. and not to the foul.—He was made in the 

_ LIKENESS OF MEN, | and was found im FASHION AS A 

- MAN.+ Shape or fa/bion peculiarly refers to the body not to 
_ foul.—For as much as the children were partakers of FLESH 

_ and BLOOD, HE ALSO HIMSELF LIKEWAYS TOOK PART 
OF THE SAME, that he might in ALL THINGS BE LIKE 
HIS BRETHREN. | | ‘Here the Apoftle is treating profeffedly 


: Re be incarnation of Curist, and plainly fuppofes his 


Soul exitted before;, and in that particular he was already 
F2 oe Uke 


* John i. 14. Rom, i. 3.—vili. 3. Gal.iv. 4. 9 $ Phil. ii. 7, 8. 
$ Heb, ile 14—170 
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like the ‘children of GOD. The Apoftle fays be took on 
him the sEED of Abraham.* Tho? feed may frequently ; 
include both body and foul, yet the body has the moft pro- 
per and literal right to that name, and muft particularly 
mean this here, confiftent with the Apoftle’ 's connexion. 
In the days of bis eLEsu he offered up prayers and fupplications - 
with firong crying and tears.t \t is plain here that the - 
_ Apoftle means when he had taken rresn’ and dwelt in it. 


. From a paffage which the Apoftle’ tranflates, a Bopy oi 


thou prepared me ;{—it appears evident that CuristT who is — 
the fpeaker had a foul already, but that a body \ was neceflary” 
to finifh the bloody work he had to do. The Apoftle John” 
often {peaks of | Jrsvus CuristT being come in the FLESH, 
plainly intimating, © that the perfon who was vefted with 
‘the name and charaéter of Jesus and CurisT, had thgiet A 
Nes ah vy fee: work nis i FLESH. 

‘But if we se tatcte that ors when he was born of 
‘the virgin, did take a human foul, or the whole complex > 
nature of man, is it not aftonifhing that there fhould not 
be: one text of Scripture i in either the Old or New Tefta-— 
ment, which fhould give fuch a hint to us, that he then” 
took ‘a reafonable foul as well as a body ; of at leaft thould 
tell us that he affumed human nature, which might include — 
both flefh and Jpirit; but that it fhould always ufe fuch 
words as chiefly denote the body :—fuch terms, asno man 
without, the: prejudices of education, would ever apply to 
any ‘thing elfe. T his Carries an seo Sh intimation ‘see = 
foul exifted haleee? wee ESE AS Lea 

herd is an obieauwin’ which many think takes” Sof the — 
ftrength of this argument, viz. That the word fleoinmany ~ 
places of Scripture, fignifies mankind, or human nature; By: 
the eae Lynecdoche — the foul alfo. ee 

oy Thee 
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erhitin reader will fee that all the oppofition made to this. 
doétrine i is founded on figures, which are never to be intro- 
duced but in cafes of neceflity. But that there is none 
here is plain, for though it is granted that fle/h fometimes 
fi gnift es mankind, yet this objection cannot be admitted till 
it is proved that /e/, in Scripture, is always put to de- 
note human nature, and that the fc// and the foul are never 
diftinguithed. But as there are a great number of texts 
where the flesh ox body is diftinguifhed from the foul or 
Spirit of man, it is reafonable at leait to expeé, there fhould 
be ome text in: all the Bible, wherein the divine nature of 
Curist is. faid to affume a foul as wellas a body or fle/p, 
when. he came into the world ; but till that text. be found, . 
we may fafely conclude his Spirit or poles exifted before his 


incarnation. 


But it - will side off he hae o 2 en aa fur-. 
ther confirm. the doétrine contended. for, if we confider, 
that there is mention made of the | ‘foul of Curist himfelf 
on other occafions in many places of Scripture. how /halt 
make bis Sout an offering for fin.—He fhall fee of the travel 
of his Sour.—Father into thy hands I recommend my Spirir. 
—His Sour was not left in hell.—Now is my SouL troubled. 
——My Sour is exceeding Sorrowful. Jesus rejoiced in 
SPIRIT. —Jxsus was troubled in SPIRIT ¥, Sc. Now 
fince we have the foul of Curis sone fo- often on 
other occaftons, and yet never once mentioned with relation 
to his incarnation, but always find that his- coming into the 
world is defcribed by taking FLEsH and BLOOD, BODY, the — 
FASHION OF A MAN, the LIKENESS OF SINFUL FLESH, 
&c. How can we ward off the evidence, of Curist hay- 


ing a Soul before? 
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* Tf. lili, 10, re Luke xxiii. 46. A@sii. 3r- John xii. 27. 
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we “An argument i in favour of this odring’ ‘might ‘be drawn 
oe the fentiments of the moft learned Jews as well as the 
“common belief of their vulgar. “Whatever confufed no- 
“tions they had of the Mefi jab, they feem clear in belief of 
his pre- -exiftent foul. | Philo, who lived near the time of 
our Saviour, interprets feveral texts in the Old ‘Teftament 
aswedo. He. fays, This glorious Spirit i is the. ‘moft honourable 

Logos, the Arch-angel, Prince of the angels and lars, Eigh- 
“prieft in the temple of GOD the world, who _fiands in the 
_ limits between the Creator and the Creature, the elde of, the 
_firft-begatten of the fons of GO D, who under G OD governs 
‘the world, and who doth humbly mediate for us “mortals with 
him that is immortal. It was the general opinion of the 
‘ancient Jews, that there was one, glorious Angel fuperior 
“to all the reft, by ‘whom GO D made his vifits to the - 
" ‘Patriarchs ‘and declared his will to them. And though 
4 ‘there i is fome confufion in what they fay on fuch fubjetts, 
ES “not underftanding the union betwixt GOD and a creature ; 
yet chriftians who have revelation complete, may much 
‘ better know the charaéter of this glorious Being the Lorp 
Jesus Cunist. 


It might alfo be argued in favour of this doétrine, That 
fince it pleafed the Father to prepare a body for our Lorp 
jesus. CurisT by the oyerfhadowing of the Holy 
~ Ghoft, and by a. “peculiar manner of conception, that his 

body might have fome pecaliar prerogative, and that he 

" might be the Son of GOD ina fuperior fenfe with regard 

to his body : as Luke fpeaks *, fo we may reafonably con- 
thude, that the: foul of Caster alfo, which was to be 
united to Deity, fhould have this peculiar prerogative, to 
_be derived immediately from GOD before a y creature 
"was made, and to enjoy this union with Deity, ; hoes glories 
3 fuitable ‘thereto before its union with the earthly body i 
in. 


a * N 


~# Luke i, 35. 
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in ‘which it was to fuffer.——And thus in confideration 
of its formation . before all creatures in a moft imme- 
diate manner by the will of GOD, as well as its 
nearer refemblance to GOD above all {pirits, this : 
Soul might be called alfo the Son of GOD, and his 
only begotten Son, in a manner. above all men or Angels, 
who are. fometimes called fons of GOD; but this parti- 
cular will receive illuftration: from what follows. 





Shewing the G vod Confequences and various Advantages which 
> attend the Knowledge and Belief of this Doéirine. 


TT H Is doftrine. has not only. the bone ndacen of 
# many texts which plainly point it out to the candid 
reader, and the force of many conclufive arguments in its 
favour; but receives additional confirmation from a con= 
fideration of the manifold good confequences and \ various. 
SPOS RS, which attend it. 





ae 


a ‘This dodtrine cafts a farboeide! light upon many paf- 
fages of the Scriptures, ‘which, taken with any other view, 
remain very dark and obfcure. It ‘eafily explains and re-. 
conciles. many difficult places, which cannot be accounted 
for any other way. Some of the texts I have already con- 
fidered, and 1 hope they appear in a clearer light by the 
affiftance of this doétrine. But there are other texts which 
Apeak o of CHRIST as the true GOD, and yet in the con-. 
text attribute fuch properties and characters to him as are 
hard to be reconciled to pure Deity; but are underftood 
with the utmoft eafe, and the greateft honour to CHRIST, 


by fuppofing his-/ox/ united to Deity. 
. : The 
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The fife text I thal: mention. of this fort is where the 
the. Apoftle. deferibes. CH RIST in, the following manner ; 
Who i is the image. of t the: invifil ble GOD, the frp born of every” 
creature ; 5 for by | him were all things. created that are in heaven, 
and that are in’ earth, vifti ble and invifible—all things were 
created: by him and | for him: and he is before all things, and 
by. him all. shings exif : ‘and. he is the head: of the body the 
Church, ‘the. beginning, the prt born from the, dead, that in. 
all things he might have the pre-eminence, for it pleafed the 
? father that in him. Soould all fullefs dwell, * Or as it is xs 
prefic fed in another place, for in him dwelleth ‘all the fulnefs 
of the God-head bodily. ‘There are. fome things in this s def- 
cription too fublime to be. applied to: any “mere. creat are, as 
his creating and preferving all things. . And there are others 
that’ cannot be: applied to: pure Deity; as his being: thei ima 
of. the invifible GOD, ‘ke, ‘which muft refer to his- creature 
fure in union with J In that fenfe he is the bright- 
b, fa rent, and oft glorious i image of the invifible GOD; 
atid’ {o-he appe gars to: thé world ‘of. Angels above, and by his 
frequent’ appearance: in-vifible beat became ‘the i leat of 
pane Sor to men. faa gh 
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moft literal fenfe of it onde un which are OF the fame i im-, 
port: with. what he literally. calls himfelf, The beginning, us 





the creation. of GODt . - ies t | cuir 
Take. ‘Wis Apottles: defetiption’ in’ “connexion, an ia he 
gives “the reafon, fd with plays thefe — Proper’ 
only’ 
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oy Col. i. 15.—-Chap. ii. 9. } Rev. iii. 14. 
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only to Deity are attributed to him who was the image of 
GOD, For, fays he, it pléafed the Father that in him fhould 
dwell all the fullnefs of the God-head bodily. The fullnefs 
of Deity dwelt i in his creature nature which exifted anciently, 
and continued to dwell bodily in him when he took a body 
of flefh. Thus it is plain why the fupreme and inferior 
attributes were made to the fame perfon who was poffeffed 
of a nature fuited to each. And. there is rio other way yet 
-devifed for clearing this matter, but fuch as involve the 
whole in perplexity, darkniefs, and doubt. 
“Fhe moft feafible method of reafoning this cafe is taken 
by thofe who allow that. the fublime expreffions muft be 
interpreted of the divine nature of Curist, but, fay they, 
it muft be as united to manhood by way of anticipation, or 
as tonfidered in its future union with the man Curist JEsUs. 
But why fhould fuch a figure as prolepfi. fs be introduced here, 
fince the real exiftence of Curist’s creature nature before 
creation makes all this language of Scripture, in every place 
where it is hinted, juft and plain to the meaneft capacity 
in the literal. fenfe of the words? And it would feem_ 
ftrange, that fince the words are fo plain and readily applied 
to their proper fubjeét in the literal fenfe, that the Apoftles 
fhould have left this important matter fo unguarded, as 
never to give the leaft hint that they were to be underftood 
ina figurative fenfe, and were only properly applicable to 
-CurtisT when come in the fleth. It was not the Apoftle’s 
common method of leaving things fo ungarded that were 
apt to ‘be mifconftruéted ; and I’ll venture to affirm, that 
let a man have no other comment but the Bible itfelf, he 
will never conceive from any thing in it, that the words — 
‘need any other fenfe put upon them than what they lite- 
rally point out, which is alfo confiftent with and explana- 
‘tory of many other paflages, one of which we fhall next 
cpio’ 

In 


kes 


sins aust, Bona defcription of ‘Crrist in x Panl’s ‘firft 
chapter to the Hebrews, . there ate, as in what we have’ 
_ been cortfidering, a{criptions which are fufficient evidences 
of his.divine nature, but there. aré others. which evidently 
point out an inferior and dependent: nature. His laying 
the foundations of the earth, and the heavens being the 
works of his hands ; ; and upholding all things by. the word 
of his power; are expreflions which carry in them an Idea 
too fublime to be applied to any mere created nature. And 
as moft of thefe words are taken from the cii. “Phalm, and 
by. an Apottle applied to Curisr, there is none that can 
reafonably doubt that he is the Jenovan, the Gop of 
whom thofe things are faid by the Pfalmift. But his being 
called a. Son, a begotten Son, implies derivation. and depen- . 
dence . _The creature nature of CurisT ‘exifting by fome 
peculiar. and immediate manner of creation, formation, or 
derivation. from. GOD before other creatures were. formed, 
made and. continued in union to Deity, may properly. be- 
called the Son of. GOD; and fall. the more fo if his exal- 
tation to. the office of Meffiah as King and Lord of all be 
added to. the idea. This at once deftroys the Arian pre 
tenices. againtt his Deity, which they found on the topics 
of argument, that have been inadvertantly ufed againft them, 
viz. the derivation of one’ perfon. from another, in pure 
Deity—an ak of eternal Generation producing a co- -effential, 
eternal. Son;. &e. all. which. plainly imply a derivation and 
and dependence; ; and have involved the truth i in darknels 
and Spgomaminpentble difficulties, 


The ‘Apafile ae He i 25 ae peas of wae ad the 
ears image of bis perfon. N.B. The word father com- 
-monly. put into, this text is neither in the original nor i in 
-the tranflation.:. Were I to enter upon a critical confide- 
ration of thefe words, * it eee would be imagined 


that - 


* See thisin the clear difplay of the Trinity page 321, 
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that I wanted to force them to fuit my purpofe, I {hall 
therefore take them as they ftand in the Englith Bible, and 
_ they evidently thew the plainnefs and propriety of the fenfe 
I contend for..’ The creature nature of CHRIsT was always 
the glafs through which Deity fhone with inimitable fplen- 
dor in ‘all the revealed perfeétions of it. Thus Curist 
was the moft perfect zmage of GOD, both in his own na- 
tive excellencies, bearing the neareft refemblance to GOD, 
as an only begotten Son; and in his being the brighine/s of 
bis glory ; becaufe the perfe€tions of GOD fhone through 
him with more illuftrious rays than it was poffible for any 
other creature to yeprefent or tranfmit paces who. was not 
‘thus united to ie . 


* rae is emer in one place the image of the invifible. 
~GOD,; in another ‘the exprefs image of his perfon. Now 
“if this is underftood of his Deity, as it commonly is, he | 
muft be either the image of the divine Effence, or of the 

Father’ s perfonality. It is a contradiétion in terms to fay a 

“Son as fuch, can be the image of his Father as fuch. Fili- 

‘ ation is no image of Paternity. We may as well: conclude 

‘that light is the image of darknefs. To fay he is the i image 

of GOD, as a Son, ‘and as a Son, he is GOD, isto 
. deftroy this part of his charaéter altogether, and the fame. 
as to fay, “As G OD he is the i image of GOD,” that 
is,.either GOD is the image of himfelf,—or, one GOD 
is the image of another,—or in the moft favourable. iyinciag 
‘one Deity is vifible, another is invifible. 


But things appear quite in another light when we con- 
fider CurisT as the image of GOD, rift. 4s man; his 
creature nature being the fir/?, bef, holieft, and wifef of all 

“created beings, made like GO D in the greateft perfection 
poffible for a creature. All the natural and moral perfec- » 
‘tions in the whole creation put together, are not. equal to 

what the creature nature of CurisT is poflefled of: For in 
ae . all 


‘ 
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all Flings be muft have the pr e-eminence.—2. AS eh glorious 
creature nature is united to Deity: In this refpect, the per~ 
fections of G-O D himfelf thine through his Son,*in the 
_ moft refplendid manner, as Emmanvex, Here indeed he 
is the brightnefs of glory, and the exprefs image of ‘the 
invifible. G O D.—Here the. light of the knowledge of 
the glory of GOD, fhines in the face of his Son Jesus 
Curis 7.—3. He is the image of GOD as he reveals 
GOD to man, in the charaéter of his ambaffador and re- 
prefentative : This he did in the whole of the Old Tefta~ 
ment CEconomy, and ftill more clearly under the New. 
He is vefted with fovereign power and dominion over all. 
things in heaven and earth—is appointed heir and Lord of 
~ all—king of kings, and Lord of Lords. As Adam in his 
dominion over the creatures was the image of GOD, 
much more is the Son of GOD, the glorious “image of © 
GOD, in his fovereign dominion over the upper and 
lower worlds, .——- Under thefe and fuch like confiderations, 
_‘we.may with propriety learn from the light of revelation, 
_ the divine beauty that fhines in this part of Curist’s © 
‘ filial character, the image ef GO: D, to our Begins com- 
‘fort and ae ae 


vey 


ie Apoftle fe He .was ei: heir of all- ithe? 
GOD has an original and eternal.right to all things, ‘and 
does hot come at it by ‘inheritance, or derivation, much 
lefs by being appointed an heir, Therefore this claule muft 
refer to. an inferior nature to Deity. —And there are other 
expreflions which mutt refer the fame way, Being made fo 
much better than the Angels, as, he ath by inheritance obtained 
"amore excellent name than they. Thou haf? loved righteou/- 

nels and hated iniquity, therefore GOD, even thy GOD, 
hath anointed thee with the oil of gladne/s above thy fellows, 
‘Thefe things cannot be ftippofed to be fpoken of Deity, 
and yet they are fpoken of Curist before his incarnation, | 
confequently muft be {fpoken of him j in the charaéter con- 
tended 
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tended for. The defign of this chapter is to point out the 
glories of Curist’ s ancient exiftence in union with Deity, 
and this feems plain from comparing him fo frequently 
with Angels and {etting himabove them; Now this would 
have been but a diminutive account of Deity, to raife it ; 
above Angels; but it is a moft glorious account of his in= » 
ferior nature, as united to Deity, and one with GOD. 
Now as there are fo many expreffions i in this chapter which 
mutt refer to an inferior nature to Deity, to apply them in 
.that fenfe makes the whole plain: But when they are all 
applied to Deity, we are embarrafiéd with difficulties on all ° 
fides, efpecially from the Arians who gain an advantage by 
our attributing things derivative and dependent to Deity, 


_ and by afcribing fome things ‘too low to the Deity of 


CuxisT, we provide weapons by which they with dexte- 
rity wound the. froth. : Ti, 


. Another paflage which is plain iy this doétrine is the 
cight « of Proverbs, where it is faid, Zhe Lorp poffeffed me* 
‘the beginning of his ways, before his works of old: I was fet 
up from everlafting: Before the bills I was brought forth: 

I was by him, and was daily bis delight.t Thefe terms po/- 
feffid or acquired, Iwas fet up, Iwas brought forth, &c. 
‘exprefs fomething inferior to Deity, which is underived 
_ and independent: Yet it is plain that the defcription is of 
<a being diftin€ from G OD, which is ftill more manifeft 
from what is added; I was by him as one brought up with 
bim, I was daily his delight, I rejoiced before him, and my 
delights’ were with the fons of men, Take thefe literally, 
and they muft mean a real Being diftin@ from GOD. 
The beft Critics in the Hebrew language fay the text reads, 
The Lorp poffeffed, acquired, or affumed me the beginning 


of his ways. Which leads direétly to this tian ate 
4 “g That 


va 
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 * The word #7 should not be in the text. 
{ Prov. vili. 22, &e. 
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That Jenovan acquired, affiemed, or poffeffed himfelf of : 
the creature nature of Curis as the beginning, head and 
foundation of all his works and ways, both of Creation 
and Providence, hence he is called the beginning or head of | 
the creation of GOD.* If it be taken in this fenfe nothing 
is more plain; whereas .if it be underftood in any other, 
there are fuch numbers of figures to be ufed as render the 
fubject dark; befides. involving it in endlefs criticifms 
a about words. + ee A De 


poe know that the paffages in this Rae are held up by 
‘many, even learned men, as ample proofs of CuHRisT’s 
‘proper Deity. But my wonder has ceafed concerning 
Arianifm prevailing fo much among us, fince I found fuch 
“weak, inconfiftent, and felf-contradictory methods ufed to 
defend Curist’s Divinity. Going to this chapter to prove 
what they call the co-e/ernity and co-effentiality of CuRisT 
swith, the Father, is manifeftly giving the caufe to Arians, 
_which jis matter of triumph to them,—makes them reft 
_more fatisfied with their own opinions, -and laugh at the 
folly of their feeble oppofers. ; 


~The word in the text which we have off eed, is. rendered 
ereated by the Septuagint, and many of the Critics both 
ancient and modern. It is rendered fo by the Affembly: s 
Annotations on Col. i. 15. Confequently the {peaker in 
the paffage fays, JHovaHw CREATED ME THE BEGIN. 
NING OF HIS WAY, &c. hence he is called the beginning 


ae 


“© Rev. iii. 14. 


+ The learned Dr Knight wishes this birth of divine wif, is 
her coming forth into a human figure and fubfiftence, or her entrance 
into the fubllance of the, firft created. nature, (that is, the foul ef 
' CHRIST) at the moment of its creation, By this means the word 
as man became the head of mankind, who were to be made by him 
after his image and likenefs; and as fir? begotien, he had the right | 
of primogeniture of government over the reft.—Confiderations on 
Whilton, p, 108, 109. 
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or firft of the creation - GOD arom born uch ee 


er eature. 


The phrafes, —/esting ae or creating —bringing 
. forth, &c. fait fo very ill with the favourite notion, That 
Curist is a Son as he is Gop—that he was BEGOTTEN. as 
he is a DIVINE PErson,—when applied to it, that they 
totally deftroy the important article of faith moft furely to be 
believed, as a modern Divine exprefles it. I know not : 
» whether this paflage agrees any better with the above fenti- 
ment, than with their’s who would prove from it, That 
Curis?’ s humanity i is as ancient as his Deity, confequently 
‘they find here an eternal, created creature. Tho’ thé num- 
ber of thefe be much fewer, the opinion of thofe is no lels 
abfurd.* 


Many think that the phrafes here are to be meant of a 
decree or purpofe. \ Let fuch read the text without prejudice, 
when they will fee that the language of CurisT plainly 
affirms his real and actual exiftence, and that | the whole 
{cope of the paffage is to that purpofe. If all be only decree 
and purpofe, then Angels good and bad, men righteous and 
wicked, yea the beafts of the field may all hold the fame 
language, and apply the whole to themfelves in this decre- 
tive fenfe;—but how abfurd is the thought |——yet itis a 

‘ neceflary ¢onfequence of the other. This chapter is a re- 

yelation of CurisT as the wifdom of GOD, and is 

| {poken of in the active voice, ‘as rejoicing and delighting, &c. 
_ which cannot be faid of a non-entity, 


The 


* Tho’ the Hebrew language fometimes expreffes the eternity of 
Deity, by faying before the mountains and the hills, &c- yet fince the 
ereature nature of Ca RIST was the firft of the works or ways of 
GOD ‘revealed to. us, this manner of expreffion as applied to him, 
which it certainly isin this paflage, particularly and exprefly defcribes 
the date of his exiftence to be before the world was made, which is 
all that language is capable of on fuch a fubject, as there is no prior 
date to denominate the beginning of his exiftence ; yet it does not 
infer it is co-equal and co-eternal with Deity, 


< 


: ( 59 ) 
The Scriptural impért of the word fet up — is equally. 


unfavourable in the application of it either to Deity or @ 
decree. Jt muft fignify pouring out or anointing, as it is 


derived from the word that fignifies poured out: And in the , 


fecond Pfalm the word is from Na/ac, vaigrsd ; “Scl-Rave 


anointed him to be my king upon Zion.” Now it cannot 


be faid of Deity, that it was poured out or anointed —and 
rione will be fo abfurd as to fay that nothing was anointed. — 
Thus it is plain, that this paffage is entirely void of ever y 


idea that has been fixed upon it by figures or my/fleries, (the « 


only remedies in fuch cafes of diftrefs) which can never be. 
accommodated or explained | on fuch principles ; and that 
the plain’ meaning lies upon the face of the text, which » 
every man may underftand and apply, with the: peculiar ad 
vantages of giving glory to his all gracious REDEEMER, 
and getting pepe and comfort to his own foul. 


iw 
tere 


"tt would prove itis to be fo particular on every, text 


that comes under this head, I fhall theretore clafs them as" 
_ they appear to be fimilar in this argument. If the true 
feripture do&trine of Curist’s sonsHip were believed and 
underftood, as it refers to his creature nature appointed to 
the facred office of the Messran, ‘we would then have the 
_ moft certain, as well as the moft evident and eafy inter- 
pretation of many texts in the New Teftament which have 
been involved in darknefs and difficulty, and have given 
our Divines fo much anxity in the immenfe pains they have | 
- taken to explain them, and reconcile them to the Deity of 
Curist. I fhall mention a few of thefe texts. Zhe Son. 
can do nothing of bimfelf— But of that day knoweth no Mans 
neither the Angels in heaven, nor the Son, but the Father.— 
Tho’ he were @.Son, yet learned he obedience by the things 
_ which be fuffered. This refers to what was faidimmediately 
before, Zhou art my Sow this day have I begotten thee—— 
Then /hall the Son oh bimfelf be gl unto him that put 
A sell 


4 


Cl See 2 
all things under him, that GOD may be all in all®*,— 
Thefe expreffions found very harfh when applied to Deity, 
except it be fuch a Deity as the Arians allow to Curist ; 
and indeed the forcing thefe and ftich texts into a cafe 
which they ¢annot prove has furnithed. the enemies of 


Curist’s proper Deity with weapons by which they de~ 
fend themfelves, and overturn even better arguments, 


which are fo far weakened” as. they are connected with : 


others which cannot with any propriety M3 applied to. 
“ the fubjec. 


‘When orn fays, Wy father i is greater see L to ap- 


ply the Sonphip implied to his Deity, is plainly to make a 


greater and leffer GOD. And fhould it be applied to him, 
asa mere common man, fuch as the people then faw him, 
and whom they, thought, began to exift 33 years before, 
‘the expreffion lofes all the fpirit, beauty and energy ; as it 


could not be thought worthy of obfervation, that GOD 


was greater than a man. But if it be applied to his glorious. 


creature nature in union with Deity, which is the higheft 
exaltation of creature nature, it carries in it a “grand ‘idea ; ; 


and by ‘it he pays a more fublime honour toGOD his 


Father. aod ox: 


“By this key are cally opened all the Sst ies where the © 
Son or GOD is reprefented, either as. receiving or inveft- — 


ed with fublime. powers from GOD, or as bearing any 
inferior charaéters, and have all a moft natural and eafy 


explication. Only the reader will obferve, that fometimes © 


things are applied to his creature nature confidered as dif- 
tin@ from Deity, fometimes as in union with Deity, and 
that either in its exiftence before incarnation, or in its in-~ 
catnate ftate, juft 4s the context requires. Both natures 
have their part in man’s redemption, and are diftinguifhed 
in Scripture, by forms Dba! sk ag relate more pro- 

Xi } .#H sea | perly 
Be! Nona v. 19.—Matt. xxiv. 36.——Mark xiii, i cities, Vo Sp 
¥, Homme Cor, x¥. 28. = 


=< 


pee ca 


- perly to. the. one nature, fome to the other, and fome. bake 


: ‘cluding t both natures united. It would be too long ' to give 
“examples ot each and expldin them, nor is it neceffary as . 


‘the key is given that will open them as they occur, and, 
‘make the way eafy for’ every unlearned chriftian, to obtain 
‘the true and genuine fenfe, of not only the texts I have 
cited, but of many others, yea it opens and ‘elucidates aBe 


charaéter a Cuntst- in‘the whole of divine revelation. 


’ raf 
Aree & 


og. “phere i is dndtlier wisest sdvdenigs that sieride the 
sighe underftanding and belief of this doétrine. It difco- 
‘vers many beauties and proprieties of expreffion in revela- 


. tion, and cafts a particular luftre upon many paflages, 
‘whofe juftnefs and beauty were not before, nor could upon 
Mig ether tl of sorcrpraatiows. be ees 


et © J 
Nes man is faid to be iia im the i image ea Ra 
ae to the creature nature of CuristT in union with 





Deity. , And whatever diftant refemblance any thing in man 


had to the divine nature, till it muft be included in 


(Curist as the image after which he was made, for he alone 


‘is the frft, the bef and moft perfed image of GOD. -Heie- 
‘by Curist has the honour of being fet up as the faireft 


‘image of GOD, and the grand pattern of GOD’s greateft 


work in creation, ‘even man who was made after his uke 


el 2 Se Oa, rs 
ee . 3 
' Ds Th all cele Scriptures where GO D is faid: to grieve, Gy 
repent, be angry, come down from heaven, Stand, Speak, rea 
ceive and affume to himfelf many of the adfions and paffions 
of human nature, we are commonly taught to believe and : 
‘explain’ them as mere figures of {fpeech, employing -hu- 
™man expreffions to reprefent divine ations, ‘But by fup- 
poling Deity united to the creature nature of CuristT, thefe | 
expreffions may be taken in a literal. fenfe, as. there is’a 
fubject to which they may be properly applied’; and.as he 
is truly QP by virtue of this union, there is no  impro- 
jo aes aa opHiety 


* 
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a; 


he Seu 

piiniokin faying:that (GO-D did thefe things. ‘The great 
Dr Owen afferts, <* That it had been moft abfurd to bring 
i ain-GOQD ‘under, perpetual Anthropopathies, as grieving; 

sé | repenting,—and, fuch like, were it not but that the divine 
rc -perfon intended. was to take on him:the nature wherein 
“6 fuch affections do. dywell.”’ Still this makes the whole 
of thofe paflages figurative, and muft be underftood prolep= 
tically 5: ;' while. the - other method makes them all clear at 
once, and thine) 1 in.their own native imp without it 


ae of fo ord mpenan: eget 


a ‘He eat! 2 (AP ioe and heen fo fries | 
Sa ie as Teftam ment is exprefly called a man ; and yet 
this glorious: appearance is called GOD, and the Lorp 
Jenovau. It was a man wreftled with Jacob. —A man 
appeared to Mancah, and gave himfelf the name of wonder- 


ful, which is one of the names that Ifaiah gives to Curis. , 


Ezekiel faw a throne in a vifion and the appearance of a 


man above.—The. fourth in N ebuchadnezzer’s furnace was 
-aman.—A man commanded. Gabriel to fhew Daniel the 
vifion.—He faw a certain man clothed in linen, whofe 
loins were: girt with gold ——The fame drefs in which 
‘Curist appeared to John. And it is more than probable 
that the Angel who is called GOD, commonly appeared to 


the petrarchs in the form ofa man *, . There is no difh- 


ET co Hex _ culty 


oa 
i 


ca * If any objegt, That a human. foul i is “not a man. pe anfwer, that 


a human foul may be called a man with as ‘much propriety as CuRIstT 
"Gs called an Angel. But if this is reckoned infufficient; I hope it is 


undeniable, that a human foul can be more properly called a man, 


33 than pure Deéty can be called a man. But this they are obliged to 


fay, who will not allow the creature, nature of CHRIST to be finders 
ftood ‘in fuch paflages. Befides, thofe who are fo fond of many 


‘figures may allow one in this cafe which is as common as any one in 
Scripture, viz. Synecdoche, which puts a part for the whole. And 


this is the more reafonable, as the foul i is the chief part of the mame 

If the Holy Ghoft knows, what propriety of fpeech means, a a foul 
may be called a man.—I knew a MAN in Curis t—whether in the 
ody, Ecannot tell; or whether out of the body, I cannot tell. W hat 


~ 


in) 


£ ésiey in opening ‘up. the beauties of all ‘thefe and fimilar. 
texts by our key but one, ‘Viz, Where did Curist | get a 
body for his foul to appear in? I know two ways by which 
‘this may be refolved. ‘Firf, “The great Theanthropos or 
‘God-man put on a human thape frequently as a preludium, 
; figure, and prophecy of his own incarnation in due time. 
Secondly, That the foul of Curist before it took real 
flefh, or the body that was prepared and fuited for his 
flate of humiliation, had a habitation fuited to its then 
flate, and capable of being vifible as he pleafed. We are 
fure that his refurreG&tion body was of this fort, as it fud- ; 
- derily appeated, and when the hort work was over it in- 
‘fantly difappeared. And it is likely the fpiritual. bodies of 
faints after the - refurreétion, when. they fhall be fathioned 
Tike unto.Curist’s glorious body, will be of this ‘kind,— 
; Beth and blood cannot inherit the kingdom of GOD 
Now, any of thefe.may be admitted without injury to the. 
doétrine itfelf : though the laft, which: has ‘certainly been - 
leaft thought of, ftands moft clear of figure, and leads to an 
eafy and literal meaning of all the appearances of CHRi ST 
before his incarnation. 


as ia Zechariah we find the maz roe RIST ‘called the 


; igh of | G O D, or the man who is near to him. Awake, 
Py Ae 7 ie atta 
“was this MAN that was either in er out of the body. but the rational 
foul of Paul? YF any thing elfe, let the objectors anfwer ;—till then,” 
we may re{t fatisfied, that the Apoftle by the Holy Ghott calls his 
soULaMAM. The fame perfonal language is ued of the foul in < 
“many texts, for inflance, Fob fays, ‘chap. vill. 11 ) Thou haft clothed 
ME with Skin and flefh, and haft fenced mE with bones and finews. 
Who i is this ME here chat Job fpeaks of? Surely the rational foul of 
0b But we. may afk, whether a /oud may not exift as well before 
it has abody, as afftrit has parted from the body 2 If it cannot: eXe 
it before, how can it exift after? The Scriptures are as ‘clear that 
Cu RIST’s Soul exifted before he took flefh and blood, as that Souls 
exift after they are f eparated from the body; and to deny the former ; 
upon the principles of the objection, is in effed to fay, That there 
are neither men nor women in heaven or hell while their bodies are 
in the grave Thus it is plain, that in every point of view, this: 
Objeciion falls to.the ground, 





‘ ; 


? 6.88). 3 | % 
© fword, againf? my fhepherd, and againft the man who is my ' 
fellow or “neighbour, Jaith the Lorn of hofis.* The word 
‘which is rendered my fellow, never fignifies any fort of 
equality, bit conjunéion, near nefs, or neighbourhood. Iti is 
rendered neighbour in feveral places. It denotes he man 
that was with GOD, or near to GOD, by the intimate 
union of the creature nature with Deity, and was the fhep- 
herd of the flock of GOD, ‘or Hrael’s keeper in all ages. 
“The vulgar Latin renders it Cohoeren tum mihi, cleaving 
to me, and on account of the facred union may be properly 
sal eget tel ae 


I , € 
Caer 


‘This dveiine fhews the native beauty of all thefe texts 
where GOD calls himéelf the, Shepherd of Trael.~ And | 
-alfo of thofe that give that title to Crist in the Old 
Teftament. He /hall feed his flock like a fhepherd, he- Shalt 
‘gather the Lambs with his arm, and | carry them in his bofom.t+ 
This is a prophecy of Curist, tho’ he is called the Lorp 
_ Gop in the foregoing verfe. This Janguage: has a peculiar 
“propriety in it, when we confider the creature nature of . 
 CurisT united to Deity, acting the part of a /hepherd to 
‘the Fewifh nation, ledding them through the wilderne/s like @ 
fick, and watching’ over them in the land of Canaan. How 
beautiful is the idea of ‘Scripture prophecy and hiffory i in the 
Old and New>Teftaments, with one voice appropriating 
this office to Curist? Says the Prophet from GOD, 
Twill fet up one fhepherd over them, and he fball feed them, 
&c. Says Curist, J am the good Shepherd. And Peter 
‘ecchos his mafter’s voice, and calls him»the chief Shepherd, 
—the Bifhop of Souls.t How clear then is the evidence 
that the creature nature of Curist exifted before, when 
the Scripture takes fuch care to ufe human language, to 
exprefs his offices, as well as his perfon and aéfions ? But 
this will be further clear when we confider,——- 
sah sible . 5. That 





2. 


4 ® Zech. KUL 7. , + Efa. xl. rr. 
¢ Ezech, xxxiv. 23. John x. r4., 1 Pet. ii. xxv. and 5. 4. 
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ee ee That this do oftrine affords. a pli reafon sii ‘he is ), 
called CurisT: or ‘the ‘Messiau, in many places which 
reprefent, tranfactions before his incarnation, | ‘to fhew that 
this perfon was anointed to his offices of old. Neither let us 
tempt Curist as Jome of them (LIfraelites) tempted HIM, and 
were de eftroyed. GOD created all things by Jesus Curist 
—Grace was, given. usin Curist before the world began 
Searching what manner of time the fpirit of Curist, which — 
quas in the Prophets, aid fignify, when it teflified. before hand 
_ the Jufferings of Curist—— By which alfo he (Curist) 
went and preached into the Spirits in 1 prifons which were dif- 
obedient in the days of Noah—Mo afes cfteemed the reproach of 
Curist greater riches than. the treafures of Egypt.* ‘The. 
sword Curist, which. is. the. fame with -Messtau or 
ANOINTED, imports his human nature in an. efpecial. man- 
ner— —For there. is one Mediator between GOD and men, 
“the Man: Curist jJzesus.t The manhood i is eminently » 
reprefented in the. perfon of the Mediator, tho’ Deity 
being | united, tendered all pis -agions, sicianiedl efficacious : 
sea LOS SAS evan : 


Ree 





By he ma) peandecsies me shoe sees af. pels sranty 
nature ‘of Carist being anciently_ united to Deity, - 
have. Be fair and rational account why GO D)himéelf aia : 
galled the King of Ifrael, and took,upon: him -the political 
government of that peculiar, nation ;.and why.the Mgss1- 
| #H had alfo ‘this ‘title given. him, Lhe King of the’ ews. 
“All the numerous exprefiions: which relate: ‘to both. thefe. are 
naturally juft, when we confider CHRIsT i in. both natures ; 
becoming a,patron and protector of theholy feed, afluming 
the Jews: above all other nations into a peculiar elation’ to 
‘himfelf. Therefore he fays,, He came to bis own,— his 
‘own property or pofleflion,, and fubjects, dat his own 

(Jews) received him not. . : ae aa 
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YY Cor. Se 9. “Eph Ui, 9. 2 Tim, i. aC I Pet. : ceow 19. 
Heb. xi 16. Ke: a 
+ 1° Tims it. 5. 
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CHRIST was the appointed or anointed king of the 
Jewith Church and nation through all the ages of that eco- 
nomy: And in obedience to the will of his heavenly 
Father, and in compafiion to finful men, he took flefh and 
dwelt among them, but was difowned, feourged, and cru=. 
ecified by his rebellious fubjetts. This lays a juft founda- 
tion for the extent of his kingdom and government over all 
churches and kingdoms upon his finifhing the great work 
of men’s falyation. He then became Lorp over all things 
in heaven and in earthhe got the heathen for his inhe-— 
ritance, and uttermoft arts of the earth. for his poflefion— .« 
he was then a and Lord of lords, and Prince 
of the kings of the earth, Tho’ fome of thefe titles may 
_-be thought too high for any creature nature, they are not 
foto him who is'GOD as well as man—GOD manifeft 
in the fleth.. ‘His exaltation as man after his fufferings, 
gives him a greater participation of, and nearer refemblance 
to divine honours. é 


' «By his ignite en he deftroys the works of the De- 
_yil,—cafts out the prince of this world,—deftroys his do- 
minion among the nations, as well as in the fouls of men 
who he fubjects to his government—Demons or evil angels 
who by permiffion were worfhipped, and had dominion over _ 
heathen nations, are difpoffeffed of their government, and 
made flaves to his fovereign will. What a glorious fcene 
thus opens upon the fair interpretation of a few texts, 
what an amazing profpect of Curist’ s victory over the 
Devil ?—What a magnificent view may we take by - this 
glafs, of the Afcention and Exaltation of our bleffed Savi- 
our ?—How glorioufly does the Gop-mawn CurisT Jesus, 
who in ancient ages was the king of I/rael, aggrandize and 
extend his prefent title and dominion as King of nations 
and Lord. of all! — , 


Theis do&trine gives a fair idea of thefe texts in hack 3 


GOD is faid to create all things by Jesus CHRIST, 
| not 


a 


: ( 58. ) . 

notmerely by his divine power, but confidered as Gov-m AN, 
and called by the name Jesus Curist. ‘This isa very 
nice point: It is eafy to err here. Creation work, is cer- 

tainly divine work, the prerogative of Deity. - Creature 
nature cannot poflefs this power. Confequently | when 
Curist is faid to create, it is a manifeft proof of his being 
GOD. Tho’ his creature nature in itfelf could do nothing — 
in creation, vyet as ‘united to Deity, it might have the fame 

art in creation, - that his human nature had in working. 
‘miracles, and both in regard to fpeaking the words, and. 
‘Yélition of the foul. For he often wrought miracles with- 
out fpeaking words. ‘And tho’ the will of his creature na-- 
ture might have no more influence in caufing ing creatures to. 
exift; than his tongue had in the miracles he. wrought, yet 
GOD may be as well faid, to create all things by 7 
CukisT, as he wrought miracles by him; and Jesus 
Curist may be properly called the creator, as Deity was 
united with his creature nature and performed the work, 
which honour As eet given to any but the man Jesus 

Curis. erie eta 
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‘But tho? ee may be fome difficulty i in conceiving this. 
matter aright by reafon of our limited capacities, yet if we. 
fuppofe CuRIsT to have no creature exiffence till he appeared 
in flefh, it is impoflible to make any fenfe at all of fuch. 


cs paffages. This made the great Dr Goodwin, who was no 


friend 1 to this doétrine, Ls a That Chrift was fome way 
i ‘the inftrament as God-man of. the creation as well as. 
« adtually of redemption.—If he were at all to be made e 
«« creature, it was his. due perfonal privilege to have. been 
‘ firft. himfelf made, and himfelf to have been -God’s : 


“ 


a 


‘« inftrument in creation, and to have uttered thefe res oe 
« which were fpoken by God, Let there be light.” But *y 


can any imagine that the actual exiftence of his creature na~ 


ture could impair the duenefg of this privilege? Andi | 


am fure, there is evidence for his being the frr/? born of the 


creation ; but I se wih sl that it fhould have been ci and 
. . hs 


’ 


Ce} 


for bia reafons this right was fufpended hes years, sghield. 
is the Dr’s opinion of the matter. Saas 


‘T fhall only add one confideration “more on this head, 
which I fubmit to the judgment of thofe who ftudy the 


Scriptures with attention. I think this doétrine fairly ex-. 


plains the import of thefe queftions put by Eliphaz to Fob. 

Art thou the firfi man that was born? Waft thou made before 
the hills? Haft thou heard the fecret Ff GOD? And do off 
thou reftrain wifdom to thyfelf 2* Thefe four queries if pro= 
perly réndered, as they are by the feptuagint, and which | 
‘the original plainly favours, will be a clear proof for the. 
dorine we contend for. Art thou the fic that was born 2? 


ie. Wa afi t thou born the firfi man 2 or Art thou that primitive (a 


Spirit 2, Which i is the fame with what is faid of page 
The Sirf born of every creature. t+ 


Waft thou made before the hills ? “We know Adam was 
made after the hills; but the firft man the Meffiah {peaking 


of himfelf fays, Before the hills was I born, or broughe 
forth. J In the original they are the very fame words with 


thofe in Fob, except the firft perfon for the tepond, The 





pics iat is plain.- 
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“Hal thou heard the Ue a of GOD? i 1.6 Did GOD 
afe the as a counfellor 2 But the AZe effiah is called by way of 
eminence THE Counsezxor, or as the Septuagint, The 
Angel of the great ne to whom GOD aid, Let us. 


make n man. 


| And y, oft shou refrain wifdom ta thyfe if 2 Does all muse 
| wifdom dwell in thee? But in the A/efiah are hid all the 


treafures of wifdom and knowledge. All thefe queries plainly 
refer to fuch a wonderful Being; a glorious and firft created 


Sunes ature as the Meffiah i is, when interpreted in their , 


) I : moft 
Lf Sie AM ; Paty 
® Job. xv. 7. + Col. i, 15 # Prov, Ville 25. 
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: moi Sines meaning, and what is, oft confiftent Vex 
other ae . SS ax a 4 


Thus I Ee it is plain that this doétrine a, ie two 
Pantene: That it explains and reconciles many dark and dif- 
ficult paffages of Scripture:—And that it cafls a new luftre 
upon other texts, whofe beauty, jufine/s, and propriety were 
not before fo much ‘obferved. We thall now mention : fome 


eae advantages which atttend 1 sh a i 4 eh ey 


ve ite exceedingly: aggrandizes the ‘porfonal glory and dignity ‘" 
of our LORD Jesus CurisT,- of whom we never can have 
_ too high an efteem.—This doétrine admits and confirms 
all. the honours paid to him by other hypothefes, and adds 
other. honours to him. It allows him all the fupreme 
i dignity and perfeétion of Deity, with, the titles and attri- 
butes by virtue of the perfonal union, and it much better 
i fecures and maintains the honour of his Deity, by guarding 
it’ from thofe inferior attributes and characters, which other- 
wife muft be afcribed to it betore his appearance in flefh ; 
all this it doth by propofing a nature delow Deity, whichis 
oferty a Aas fubject of thofe attr Homie d ee 
au Ads ‘hin call the honourable and rue preroga- 
stives. of his conception, and the birth of his body, upon 
owhieh- account, among others, he was called the Son of 
% God. —— It fuppofes his creature nature to bea moft illuf- | 
-ttous fpifit, in glorious exiftence long before his. incarna- 
tion, the firf-born of the creation of GOD ,—prefent with 
GOD, furveying and approving of his- works of creation, | 
employed in adorning and difpofing the various parts of . 
..the new created world, fo far as any thing below — 
He could poflibly be employed i in fach a yes ‘ 


“3 
Sane 


Should any fay, that this do&trine rail his creature nature : 
as “lala as the drians haye railed the epougn of their kee 
«OF 


(6) 
or Soul of CuRisT, which they fuppofe to be the fublimet 
_hature he has, and call it his GopD-HEAD, or Divinity. 


Here it may be readily -anfwered, W hy not take in all 
the advantages: which the Arians fo much boaft of, and 
thereby {upport our own faith more honourably? What 
is true in their {cheme | is not to be rejefted becaufe they 
ufe it to a bad purpofe, or add what is falfe to it. By 
taking: -this we bereave their ‘{cheme of its faireft allurements 
and ftrongeft fupports, by which they ‘gain more advantage 
than by any other thing 1 in their hypethefis. What if we 
advance the creature nature of Curist as high as their : 
Logos 2 2 “Yet whilft we maintain that true and proper 
Deity belongs. to. the Lorp Jesus | Curist, to anfwer the 
many, divine names, titles, attributes, opperations and wor Bip, 
which are aferibed to him in Scripture, we can be in-no 
danger of compliance with the Arian error, which attri- 
_putes all thefe divine charaéters. to the man CHRIST Jesus 
as a creature, and denies his union ‘to Deity. : 

‘What injury. can any one e fuppofe it can do to religion, 
“ —what hurt can it do to the gofpel of CurisT, to fuppofe 
his creature nature to be as glorious and fublime a Being as 
any thing can be that is not GOD? This is doing 
honour to the man whom GOD delights to honour, and 
in whom Deity dwells’ bodily: And while it wonderfully 
‘exalts our efteem of the created nature of CHRIST, it does 
not. diminith the leaft degree is honour or adoration due to 
his Derry. e . . 


“This jocuine fheds a new glory upon the fatisfaction and 
Propnt of CurisT,. as it renders him fo much the fitter 
‘to undertake that great, glorious, and dreadful work. 
‘The more glorious we make his created nature, the more 
fit she was to become furety for finners, and his life was 


“the more valuable facrifice to ‘redeem millions of fouls, 
I2 } and 


ie pene 
TN nae erste 
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pe not in the ‘Teatt faite apie’, the oe ‘lee of 
his merit in fuffering for the infinite offences of mankind, 

‘arifing from the union of his created nature with Deity; ; but, 
rather illuftrates this ancient and glorious union, fo necef- 
fary, fo precious a confideration i in ie great work of man’s 
falvation by. Curist, 4 


x 
CA he etie advantage that this. dorine claims ‘is, 
That it greatly magnifies the felf- denial and the condefeending 
love of our LorD Jesus Carist, in his tate of humiliation 
| @nd death ;—it cafts a thoufand rays of glory upan all the feenes 
of | his. humbled fate ;—it makes bis fubjection and obedience to 
the will of GOD appear much moore illuftrious, and his 
| charity and compaffi on, to perifhing mankind, fae in oy 
furprizing ah ee, 
1p cect of this glorious being, ‘the only begotten Son of ; 
God, “ velted with {uch dignity before the creation of the’ 
world, united to Deity, adored by Angels, appearing in 
the form of GOD, with rays of divine majefty,—govern- . 
ing. ‘the nation ‘of Tfrael, the church of GOD in former - 
ages, Behold this holy, this happy. Being defeending from 
heaven to take upon him, not flefh only, but the likenefs 
of sinruL fle/b :—uniting | himfelf to animal nature in 
amean | and defpicable circumftances, . actually, really, and 
Aenfibly -fealing. the hardfhips of prefling poverty a and low - 


_eftate !—See that illuftrious Being who’ had been furrounded . 


with miniftering Angels for many ages— one higher. than 
Angels, and every created power,—coming into our world 
with -all the: marks of poverty and meannefs—made a /ittle 
dower, or fora little while lower than Angels. by being con- 
__ fined to fleth and blood—lower than the common. ranks of 
men, brought forth i ina {table befide the ox. and ais, 
; United to the. Aleth and limbs of an helplefs infant, wrapt 
in 1 fwaddling bands, and jaid. to fleep i in a manger 1—See the’ 


glorious 


“if ey ) 


glorious Spirit ‘replenithed with all the sreahveabeh wifdon 
and knowledge, crampt and confin’d in its operations by the 
feeble engine of the body of a babe, willingly fubmitting : 
to have a veil caft over its intelle&ual qualifications, | and 
recover ‘ideas by human degrees: for the child Jesus grew 


aa wifdem and knowledge, as le grew in /fature /—Contem- 


plate this moft excellent Being who was with GOD when. 
he built the heavens, and faid, Let there be light, the firft 
among the Sons of GOD who thouted for j joy when. he 


laid the foundations of the earth.—Behold him now endu-. 
ring all the feeble and innocent frailties of an infant-ftate, 


_ ‘wearing the. years of child-hood among the poor and necef- 4 


fitous children in the lower ranks of life—the reputed fom 
of a Carpenter—fubjc& to his earthly parents —{weating and 


toiling for daily bread—fpending. thirty years in mean ob- 


{curity !—. Confider this ancient Ornament of heaven, 
the brighteft created Spirit there,—the delight of GOD, 


* who rejoiced i in his prefence before the earth was made,— 


he who had lived 4000 years in the midft of divine fplen- 


dors om attended ‘with the Chariots of GOD and the 


Legions. of Angels at Sinai, when i in tremendous Majefty 


‘and terror. he delivered the law. —Trace him now wander~ 


ing through | the villages, hungary, thirfty, ‘weary—travel- 
ing on foot to preach the gofpel, attended with poor fifher- 
men,—abufed, ‘yeproached, and called a blafphemer, a 

devil, by thofe he came to fave—arraigned at the impious 


; -tribunal, arid condemned to’the {hameful crofs asa {can- 
dalous. _malefaétor !——See. the ancient, original King of 
Trael who had David, Solomon, and all their race as. his 


deputies: —Now crowned with thorns inftead of glory: —the 
sper image of GOD, fcourged, buffeted, nailed to the 
curfed tree. between two thieves,—his hands and feet 


ee pierced, —limbs ftretched out. in grievous torture,—himfelf 
groaning, expiring in blood and anguifh !_—Behold the 


original favourite of GOD forfaken in the dreadful hour 


oe darknefs—affaulted by the armies of hell with rage, im- 


pudence 


‘2 a 
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ilibsce sintt hortid tehipedhi ons ithe fobhe as ‘be Jewith 
rabble —a facrifice to the fury of men—and the arrows of 
divine juftice—amazed ‘with inward agonies—-his foul ex- 
‘ceeding forrowfal even unto death—the {word of JeHovaH 
awakened againit the thepherd of ‘Ifrael, -the man that was 
his neighbour, his companion before Angels exifted —think 
of this holy foul juft departing, driven out of the facred 
manfion of flefh, the body prepared for him by GOD, 
a by the force of | exquifite terments—banifhed out of the 
world by the very criminals, the mercilefs rebels for whofe 
ale ation he came to dwell i in it | Colle& the aftonifhing 
ideas © together furvey them in one view, and who can 
help crying out, O how divinely glorious was the love of 
GOD in parting with fuch a Son fram his bofom !- 
‘How amazing was the condefcention _ and felf-denial of 
the glorious Saviour in giving himfelf for us finners! 
How inimi itable his holy fubmiffion ‘to his father’s will! ue 
“His zeal for his father’s glory, ‘and “his God- like ehacity 
“and compaffion to rebel men !—How aitonifhing is the 
_ ‘thought when we confider his holy, happy foul, in the ex- 
 alted flate of glory, foreknowing and farveying all thefe 
_ ‘humbling: circumiftances, indignities, agonies and deaths, 
and yet cheerfully tefolving to defcend into fiefh, and en- 
~dure all for the redemption of finners, becaufe it was'the “ 
will of GOD, to what an unconceivable héight of facred 
“amazement doth this raife all the wonders of his painful 
"dife and powerful love !——How doth it awaken all that‘is 
tender in the bofom of the Chriftian, and penetrate the 
\ “heart and foul with divine affection and gratitude. to othe 
‘\. “Son las G bas his divine Saviour | 


bees 
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This idea of the love of Curist anf utees to 2 dnote sia. 
wuine charaéters which’ the Apoftle gives it. “tis a love 
that hath lengths and dr eadths, eights ee -_, in ath 
an a love that paffes knowledge! ee a ate 
Se Ue 
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But if we fhall keep to the common opinion, that he was 
merely born, and trained up for this great fervice without 
his own previous confent, we at once lofe fight of his ad- 
mirable condefcenfion in accepting the abafing, bloody 
terms fo cheerfully—his profound humility and ‘abfolute 
fubmiffion and obedience to his father’s will—his un{peak- 
able hr to finful ao men! — 


\ 


Shiota it be faid, That ee part of this reprefentation is 
true in Jome fenfe, if we only fuppofe the Deity of Jesus 
CerrerserT exifted before-his incarnation, and Cerne ied 
ae buman nature seo he iffer all this. SHES 


It may ie replied, That many of thefe things by the 
help of ‘tropes and. figures, may be faid concerning the 
Deity of Curist, or GOD manifef in the ficefo.—But 
we will find that fuch a fentiment fignifies only GO.D’s 
‘will that the man Curist fhould fu iffer thefe forrows ;. 
and that the man JEsus paffively confented to fuffer them 
when | it was revealed to him after his incarnation, and that he 
was made flefh and born for this purpofe. ‘The divine nature 
itfelf could fuffer nothing of all this; the utmoft conde- 
fcention of Deity was, that he ftood related to the man who 
fuffered : But Deity itfelf is impaffible fill, and cannot 
faffer pain or lofs; nor undergo proper fenfible humilia- 
tion, fhame ot forrow.——— ; 


Whereas by” the plain fcriptural account without trope : 
‘or figure, we fee that very fame glorious Being itfelf who 
foffered all this, actually leaving the bofom or beatifying 
prefence of his father, really divefting himfelf of his prime- 
val glories and joys in the literal fenfe, and without a 
figure, freely devoting his very felf to all thefe calamitous. 
circumftances: We {ee him defcending from heaven to 
take a body upon him that he might be capable of all the 


various flages of pec and complicated fcenes of forrow, 
Pe, : anguifh, 


cs 


a § baad death’: pee. 





r in his’ refolution till the 
dreadful work.was por finifhed ' t 


nee we Be explaining the lanai ‘ok Scripture in 2 
literal and proper fenfe we do unfpeakable honout to GOD, 
and his love in fending fuch a Son;—to Jesus Curist, — 
and his grace in coming down from heaven to fuffer fuch — 


forrows;--and at the fame time, can lay a jutt foundation. ae : 
for raifing our own love, zeal,- and gratitude: to ‘both the — 
Father and the. Son, to fuch unknown and. fuperior degrees nae 


and can fet before our eyes fuch an aftonifhing example — 


- of humility, charity, and felf-denial ;—farely thefe ‘are fuch. 


~ advantages to thé chriftian fcheme, and fuch honours to 


the bleffed gofpel, as requires the attention of-every ferious: 
chriftian, and forbid the reje@ing ofa doétrine aplich Car= 
ries fach STP and advantages along with it. ‘ 

tal i 


= fhould tes. cs confidered what a plaufble ss ed 


“the Arians have to. the common doétrine of the Trinity, 


which the Sober appeal toa Turk or an Indian, lays.a great 


; weight upon, becaufe it fuppofes only.a relative humiliation, 


a relative or nominal Jagfering of the Jon of God by his uniting 
bimfelf to. man, while he bimfelf fu fu iffered usihing, underwent 


- 9 diminution, but was -all the while poffeffed of the bigheft. 


 fecures the do&rine of the Deity of Curt Sig with all the 


glory. and of the fame unchangeable bleffednejs.. Whereas this 
dotrine fets the whole fcheme of the /e/f-denial and Suffer= 
ings of CHRIST, in amore glorious and advantageous light. - 
than their dogtrine can pretend to do; and at the fame time: 


” 


honours of his condefcending gtace, by the creature nature 


of Curist being always united to his Deity... Thus alk 


this kind of pretences for the {upport of the Arian error is_ 
deftroyed at once, by admitting this do&trine; which deads aE 
us: to- what al nt claims the aie pea. ek sa" F 


ah 


Sas Soe, aa aap - g/Advan- 


Ce) 


6 et tases of this doesune, ‘viz. as it enables us to 
defend the doétrine of the Deity of CHr1sT with Greater 
clearnefs, juftice;. and fuccefs againft many other cavals of 


the Socinian and Arian writers. For while we keep this 


doétrine in our eye, we are by no means conftrained to 
interpret any expreflion. in the Old Teftament, concerning 
the Deity of Curist, which carries in it fomething inferior 
to the majefty of Deity: Here we have a proper, fubject to 
receive thefe meaner. attributions... ‘There is no. need to 
call the mere Deity of CurtstT a man, an angel, a meffenger, 
—no need to animate a human fhape with pure Dezty in 
order to wretftle with Facob, to eat and drink with Abraham, 
—appear in the form of a flame in the buth to 1% gfes,— 
travel through - the wildernefs ona clondy pillar in fight of 
all Zfrael, to- -dire€&t the motions of their camp :—no need to 
fuppofe pure Deity talking with Fofhuay,—converfing fami- 
harly with Gideon,—holding a plumb line in his hand a 
he ftood on the wall i in the view 8 Amos. 


"The Arian i ses not fmihout ca af na that 
thefe. condefcenfions are too low. for the Great GO, D 
of heaven. and earth to practice: thence they infer, that 
the perfon to whom thefe things are -afcribed cannot 
be true God. Behold then. this. glorious Spirit, the Son of 
GOD, the creature nature of JESUS Curist, the man 
- united to Deity appearing to perform thefe aétions,—fuftain 

ithefe inferior charaéters,—folve all this Arian difficulty ; ; 
_and yet rightly called Gop, Lorn, JEHOVAH, and has 
the perfeGtions, and honours ef Derry afcribed to him; 
becaufe he is truly GOD as well as AZan, tho’ his created 
nature is the immediate agent in thefe inferior tranfa&tions. 
6 There is another Advantage that this doétrine has in 
‘it, viz. ‘That there is not one text in the Bible, nor one point 
_or article of our faith that can receive any evil influence from 
it, mo dangerous confequences can poffibly attend it. Even 
“dais | fome 





aoe aa | ee “— i no she 5 herefy i in it, 
“nor any injury to facred ‘truth, | tho’ they themfelves had 
“not yet feen the doétrine i in its full and convincing light. 








05 ( res not men ‘any ie ie seen eheaee of doftrine 
which various perfons: have efpoufed; — but fets the whole 
_ contrivance of Salvation according: to any of their fchemes, 
26 far as” they are true, in a clearer and better - ‘fight, and 
throws" an ee ime mip — ib dake si the 








an nero nen?! which men — snveliel f cdaetues ie. 
“ficulties of the ‘Trinity. | ~The Socinian “and Arian Schemes 
are here to be 1 gad Wee as Bienes inconfiftent with this 


Goat 









32 am rey 





: of Li gies Seay: sa 
sa ‘tha baitreae! this ft GE arguments with a brief recapi- 
‘tulation of them. That there are many texts'which have 
appeared dark, and have puzzled interpreters in all ages to 
‘reconcile them: to their fchemes of fupporting the Deity of 
“Curist, “muft be granted. Now, © could a- fentiment be 
found” in Scripture, which would ferve as a Glue to lead 
“Ghto a a plain folution of all thefe difficulties, and fuch an 





“interpretation” of thefe™ ‘Scriptures, as. would be" ttended 
‘with the ci advantages,” wiz Saceeise' Mecoesoeeeas 
4a jake 15 SERL SIS; ek IOs ? se FE Spel SE Se inte fuga Eee * 


a a Which’ gives: the moft’ natural; sabidonaisiet literal’ 
fenfe ; fo that” “every” common’ reader that has no° precon- 
“ceived” notions or fchemes ofrthiought; mutt: readily re un 
“into ae t the ise choca of i eee! ie ae acta 
ne ASSES SS eek ae Sia aa ee = =i Paws Sek 
» Which puts: jiiterpreters to no trouble of figures and 
anembnets? as prolepfs, i.e. fpeaking of things béfore they 
“are. done :— Catachre/es, i. es calling — ‘the eternal « GOD 
‘without aGual union to creature nature, a Man; : an Angel, 
“Me effenger, Captain, Be. : TKS ANAS ROPES Peo ay : 
wae ah - 3. Which 








(< 69.) 


LF Which is confiftent with, and moft agreeable to all 
the parts of the word of GOD, both in thé Old and New 
Teftaments; renders many texts eafy and plain; and fets 
the feveral mre, of Scripture i in the moft beautiful harmony. 


“4. “Which makes no. edieass in the important articles 
of faith ; and confequently does not widen the common 
Reeds of the feveral parties: of Chriftians, bat freely . 
allows them their own fentiments i in common controverfies » 
of f religion and Pies = 

mer “Which affifts us in’ iSanatctihg all ae meen of the 
oppofers of the Deity of our bleffed betel and alfo allures 
them to ‘embrace ee tyuth |: fo we S aWOA 

OVS ger ae Sia Ete 

6. Which. agrandizes the’ seeTeial siciies of our, dete 
Jesus Curist, and raifes his love and cendefeention to 
the mott amazing _ and © 
aie teh a die Br Fish dei. ney oa Pin /e 

7 Which {pteads a new rasa over the whole ¢ Gofpel 
of Curist, and the various tranfactions recorded in the 
fa cred! word BOD, BH BER cia tee Eye * Mit 


‘ x 
an? Dh, 


SERA 8 Mah es tay. Tyee th 

I fay, fuppofe fuch a fentiment to ferve as a Clue to lead 
‘us into the underftanding of the holy Scriptures in the man- 
ner above defcribed, I would humbly afk any impartial 
perfon who fears GOD, and loves truth with all his 
heart, whether it does not evidently illuftrate the truth of | 
the Gofpel, and lead the mind in an eafy way into the 
very meaning of the facred writers? ‘And whether it has 
not fufficient force of evidence in it to command, | and. al- 
lurement to invite our affents >—~ Such is the doétrine of 
‘the ancient glories of the creature nature of our LoRD- 
Jesus Curist, which was the beginning of the ereation of 
G a and the ff born of wees creature. 
oe he ED 
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“onJECTIONS: ANSWERED, 


HO?’ adoétrine be proved by fufficient force of argu- 
“ment, there may ftill various difficulties be propofed 
40 ipcinersy it. But if the difficulties are not of equal force 
with the arguments in fupport of it, reafon requires that we 
fhould give our affent to the doérine, and wait till provi- 
dence gives clearer light to featter the clouds that may be 
fappofed to hang: upon it. I agree with a very learned 
Author, That in this doctrine, the difficulty. of every thing 
vanifhes, except that of bringing men of from expounding the 
‘Scriptures by human authorities as the hey of the divine Oracles ; 
Gnd without doubt, there the di ifficulty will lie, when alli is faid. 
However I thal’ make it appear that the di ifculties which 
are fuppofed to attend this doétrine may have a fair folu- . 
tion ; and J hope none will fay, that I have not given them 
their’ full light and ftrength. By removing thefe {tumbling 
blocks, - ‘tender and {crupujous chriftians may be more | 
_eafily induced to receive this doftrine, and pay the — 
honours t to jou bleffed Lorp. or 


Aah it. 7 not Crociek in Scripture called a fhe 2 39 
ibe glorious Being you deferibe with fuch extenfive powers, is 
above a human foul; it is far above Angels, and therefore tho’ 

a toa body it. will n not make a one : Sphoend tha 


ies ~ Ans:: Ey The name Dees eRe a patna athe ‘up. af a 
“mind or fpirit. united to an animal body i in hum man thape. 
But the name Angel fignifies. originally a meffenger, and 
denotes an. office fuftained by a fpigit, either with, or, rather 
‘without a human body. rs 


i ‘sh 


saeasA lithe. iagqeiicholn Hele dale bvaaasin ie ain. 
created mind or fpirit which hath underftanding and will, 
and 


(nm) 
and rational powers, and which is fit to be united to a hue 
man body, in fuch a manner as to exert the powers of a 
man, to feel the appetites, fenfibilities, and paflions of a 
man, to receive impreffions or fenfations, pleafant or pain- 
ful, by the means of that body, and is alfo able'to a€tuaté 
and influence all the animal powers of that body in a way 
agreeable to human nature.——Now tho’ the powers of 
Curis’ s Soul be far fuperior to the moft exalted Man ot 
Angel; yet this does not hinder it from being properly a 


buman foul, as it is fill capable of, and fit pl {ich an 
union toa. ‘hpi: dyin . 


“Ag. This objeftion militates as ‘euach againft the extent 
five powers of Curysr’s Soul now in its exalted ftate, 
which: are far above all Men and Angels, as it does againft 


them i in his p  pre- exifient flate; and yet in his now glorified 
‘flate he is fill the mon Jesus | Cunisr. 


And tho’ it be ‘granted, that no mere creature is capable 
of the powers and honours attributed to CurisT: in his 
~exalted ftate, yet we cannot comprehend nor determine 
‘what amazing capacities a creature nature may be endued 
with, who was always united to Deity; and it is in this 
view,—°tis Chrif?-as man united to Deity, who has fuch 
-extenfive powers as fit him to govern and judge the world. 


2 


~ And T am ‘perfuaded that an impartial perufal and ftudy 
of the extenfive knowledge and power attributed to CuRisT, 
in his prefent glorified ftate, ‘would lead into an vealy belief 

of the powers and glories of his ancient ftate; of which 
“glories he divefted himfelf at his ‘incarnation, and were 
“reftored to him, on his finifhing falvation work, with moft 
* illuftrious additions, as a reward of his fufferings.— 
Job XVii. 





Oss: 2. Some perfons cry out againft-this doétrine as 1f 
it fuppofed, the pre-exiflent nature or natures of CHRIST, 
pe to 
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Ans. If this fentiment can be fairly accounted for ac+ 
cording to reaton and fcripture, the objectors muft certainly 
allow that it adds a moft aftonifhing luftre to the Aumility, 
codon os ei denial, and ee of our bleffed: sesthipie fd 
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Abit the common she ia union between a cet 
-foul and body, which are appointed by GOD our creator, 
‘it is evident from manifold experience that this is one, —~ 
That though the foul may have in itfelf ever fo rich ideas, or 
“powers ‘ever fo glorious and extenf ive, yet while it is united to 
‘animal nature in this manner, it can exert them no further 
than the organs of the animal will admit, or than thefe organs 
are fit to affife i in fuch operations. “There have been’ many 
Gnftances wherein perfons of eminence and {kill in arts and 
{eiences, have had the brain, with all the traces and 
‘images iwhich? were ‘impreft upon it, fo confounded that 
‘they have Jot: almoft all their ideas’ and fRill ; : they- have 
even forgotten their native language; and knew not their own 
names: Sometimes by flow degrees they have recovered 
their ideas and words again, and in fome years have come 
‘to ‘their former éxcellencies : ‘The brain recovered its traces 
and” images, ‘and the foul. recognized them with n pleafure, 
in mitch’ ‘Jefs' time than at er it b grgpey: them. 10 ; 
F mee has Saf hee te ey a aes oe 3 

“Puttiier, ‘Let us fuppofe the: foul of vise Sotalol Philo- 
fopher’ or Mathematician united to the body of a new. born 
jnfant: © This foul would find no traces or images on the 
‘brain of the ‘babe’ correfpondent with his former ideas ; 5am 


‘would rather receive inceflant impreffions and fenfations 


, from this infant brain, (according to the laws of union) 
derived from the ‘fenfible objeéts around it, or the natural 
inward motions and appetites which attend the infant ftate : 
Thus all its learned ideas would be obliterated for a feafon. 
-—It is true that fuch a learned foul would much fooner re- 
cover its own ideas than one that never poflefied them ; and 
it would form images upon the brain, and attain the know- 
ledge 


¢ 
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children could, _ whofe (dspecier had shedaDeal ellahiees: 
oe ate tia Whtachs &; 654 fp bags ei bs 

é ‘why saihies not. this be the cafe with the holy child 
Jesus? His glorious” Soul might fubmit to have its for-, 
mer fublime ideas at its firft union to animal nature fo con-. 
¢ealed and overwhelmed, by ‘the overbearing impreffions of 
infant animal. nature, ‘that it might. recover, them again by. 





OS hee 


ite fach « degrees as flefh and blood would admit;—and thus he 


was made for a little while lower than Angels,—and fo. might : 
grow i in wifdom and knowledge and flature together. Tfaiah 
days of him He’ was a child born, —a fon. given—a Virgin con- 
ceived and bore a , fon, and called. his name Immanvet;—— 
Wildelirnansl ‘boney did he eat, that be might know to vefufe the 
: evil and choofe the good; that is, he was nourithed with t 
ommon food. of children, that he might grow up by de-. ~ 
grees: to. ‘humafi underftanding, and the knowledge: of dif- 
rl pt ico iia CuHeier hk: abi Ae ag. Be we 
Bris ee) Tae ; a hoo soniye, Pa ae BAR 
The initia < our Loap in the cated affures : us that 
adnteaiulcare: ‘knowledge of things much fooner and with 
greater fi cility than common children ; thus at. the. age.of 
twelve he wa  difeourfing with the Doors in the Temple. 
- When ‘he began to preach, the Jews wondered how this. 





man fhould-kaow Letters. having never Jearned. He knew 


hhis near relation to GOD, and his ancient glory, as many 
‘of his difcourfes teftified. In fhort the notices of former | 
things were fo far obliterated from the memory of this glo- 
ious fpirit as was neceflary to fit him for a ftate, of triaki In 
_ a human body : but he fo far remembered his former glory. 
rca nay ‘to. mention. an and: ARE pray ae ity 
enone in agin Xvi. ~ PRAT S18 ASR b ae 
7 spe es dns Mery RAses ay stk) feet ty 7 m Setaay a: " 4 oF 
bas & Wope the incite oe not. lia this reprefentation of 
‘things merely becaufe he is not accuftomed to’ indulge any 
oe different from the common track : -but let him | 
try 


(75 ) 

try if it is inconfiftent with reafon or Scripture before he 
conclude ‘it is falfe. Iam certain it gives the higheft ho- 
nour to our blefled Saviour for this furprifing inftance of 
his obedience to his father, and condefcending -love to 
mankind: ‘Nor is there any thing that can fet his admi- 
‘rable felf-denial, humility, and inimitable love in a nobler 
light; or more aggrandife the love of GO D in giving 
' fuch a fon, and confining him to fuch a ftate of union toa a 
ee and fuch amazing humiliation. 

z ou 4. ra it not fia ‘iins) in Scripture, that 
Curist, was exalted to glory and honour, and to the govern- 
ment of all things after his refurrection, asa reward for his 
Jufferings and death? Now if he had glory and happinefs be- 
Pe the world, and was employed in the glorious works of 
-ereation and providence, then how can he be faid to be exalted 
as a reward of his fuffering, by having the government of the 
world given to him, or being eaeniee to Slory pean, ane 
Pabpiags.: in begun; 2 
" Ans. svlisihal Siderasli hinted, that a ar SE the 
powers a Peale were before his incarnation, yet he 
might be governor only of the Church during former ages, 
thus he is called King of the Fews; but after his fufferings 
he was advanced to fovereignty over all nations, and. made — 
head over all wees and all nations at mankind fer the fake of 
tte Church. 


ig <> 


ty Kaa “What. sae, he tranfacted and aha honours he re~ 
ceived formerly, were for the moft part, as fuftaining the 
‘charagter of GOD: But fince his fufferings he is advan- _ 
ced to receive thofe honours in his own name, and raifed 
-to a government of much larger extent. Before the crea= 
‘tion he had’no honours from creatures; and before his 
‘incarnation he -had not fuch fublime and diftin& honours 
“paid, to his human nature, as he has now in heaven. 

L 3 It 


% 


{ ge) 


t ’ 
3. It. as very. plain, . that, tho’. the. ereature ngiyre of 





. Curist might enjoy a. glorious: degree of honow IT and. hap- 
pinefs before his incarnation, yet Sie could. not arrive. at its 
perfection © of appointed . happinels,. but by ; its, naion. po a 
‘buman. body. The {pirits of departed. Saints, ‘tho’ they en- 
joy happinefsvin. the ‘world of fpirits; yet neither their ho- 
our nor happinefs iS complete till joined to immortal 
bodies, -when. they, thal enjoy fenfations of pleafure which 
complete their honour. and. happinefs. ‘The fenfib! ble furves vey 
‘they acquire of their exaltation by being united | to a g oni- 
_ fied body, is an honour and. seh they one not sae) 
= a feparated. fate. Piet Pi ! « 


“Spies ‘the foul ° of Cxrist: eure. pata Snn it the 
forrows of life, and the painful: fenfations which’ arofe from 
its union to fleth in his fuffering flate, was exalted'to greater 
honour and happinefs by being united toa Body raifed in 


power and glory. He received all the intenfe’ plesfiite “aid 


‘unknown fenfations of delight, which poffibly ‘can be con- 
veyed to: a _fpirit. by the medium of a ‘glorified’ body, asa 
pees of his fenfations of pain in the body of humiliation. 
aes honout a and ees of spe in, fete pining 





Deity pelted and ditpliyedt from ‘his glorified Body. 


4 A Shiatichl ef aianGed: hofts oar to his . 


He fays, Therefore doth my father love me becaufe I lay down 


my life*. His father loved him before the foundation of the 
world es This ‘additional love ‘muft then tefer to the addi- 
tional manifeltations of it in his exalted ftate, as ‘the reward 
- itis’ finithing the’ work his’ father gave him to or? 3 


“On: 15a yf the foul. of - Cnrist bad a being kiegee ine 


| garnation; bow is it exprefjed, that GOD, ‘was manifefi in 


the #e oh ba nit word was GOD, and this word ‘was 


~~ 


uz th as - made 


yp * John KR. Fe wd , : jn a xvii, Qe 


CW.) 
made fpr Would = not face been more proper to fay, The 
foul e Curis was made flefh, or manifefied in fle/h? 


sina P “The way .of: Sede? the incarnation of 
Curis? 3 in the New Teftament is, by reprefenting the Som 
of G O D as _coming in the fleth, —Curist coming inte 
the world, ——the Son of G OD made of a woman,—the 
e of G OD fent into the world, &c. Now thefe 

rds: denote the foul of Curist under the charaer of - 
the Me effiah. This: ‘was the Son of G OD who was united 
to fleth and blood. ‘There is no other way of underftand- 
ing them without we fay, that the term Son of GOD 
refers ‘to his Deity, which “neceffarily carries in it the no- 
tion of derivation, dependence, and inferiority, which i is 
the fame | as + giving - the doétrine of his Deity to the 
arvans. i ; 4 

te Oe aD BH dares 2 af e ° ; 4 


Pe 


tii m me places ‘GOD is even, as “appearing in 
flefh, eg a fpecial defign to aggrandize the myftery of. the 
incarnation, and. fpread divine glories over it; and itis a 
folemn ‘truth, that GOD was mani fe off in ‘the fle ‘fp, but it 
is always: to be remembered, that the more immediate’ fub- 
jet of union to flefh was the Soul of Curist. The 
term: Logos, or Word includes the Soul ‘of CurisT united 
to Deity, and i in ‘that fenfe, The word was made fle ofh. io 


Oxy. 6. This do€rine explains fome of thofe Scriptures to 
whiner Jenfe, which were wont to be employed i in de efence of the’ 
Divinity of Curis, ‘by applying them to his pre-exifient Soul= 
Kei ndecd | exalts his human nature, but perhaps: it weakens the 
facred article of ‘his ie ed Deity, by withdrawing fome of the 


proofs of it. Ds eke, es ¥ ; DEEN 


Ans. Thee a are “many and different arguments drawn. 
from the Scriptures to fupport the Deity of our Lorp 


Jeeus Curist, which cannot with any kind of evidence, 
| i truth 


Fee 


: seurhe or or juftice be turned. to any ‘other ‘enter and it is by 
fuch arguments as theie, that doétrine ‘mutt be eftablifhed ; 
for if it be poffible with ‘Juttice to the text and « context to 


‘interpret a {cripture otherways, and apply it to the ¢ creature 


nature,of CHRIST, it (Pn pever, be a convincing and effeétual 
pice of Ais Deity, Leg am Pek, shite”. 


oe ae eee ae yok 








Iti is no ‘injury | to any ‘caufe to remove thofe arguments 
from it which are in themfelves feeble and unfupporting, - 
left when an. adverfary finds feveral of them trifling and 
‘utterly infignificant, he fhould be tempted to defpife all the 
reft. Any text that is ufed to prove a doctrine that in its 
moft natural, proper, and rational fenfe, and in its rela- 
tion to the col ext, does fignify fomething elf, in fuch a 
BS; that text had “much better be dropped 0; or] left out in 
‘proof o of that doétrine. ‘Therefore, if the texts wea: above 
are in a much more “natural, Proper, eafy, and obvious 
manner applied | to the creature nature of CurisT’ than ios 
are or can. be to his pure Deity, it is better to drop them 
that argument ;_ for reafon and common fenfe will naa, us ‘ 
ct give t them the moft natural expofition and apply them as. 
- above. . ‘We ought not to deal falfely with the word of GOD, 
nor give it an unfair and i improper {enfe under pretence of 
fupporting - the greet truth. - The truth of GOD,—the 
aad of Cunist need none ‘of 0 our feeble artifices. © 


seal ES ROS: $4 tech Eee tee esp he 4 





It fhould be ‘well obferved here, that feveral of the texts 
can to. the creature nature of Curist, cannot be- ‘pro- 
perly applied. to it confidered alone or by itfelf, without the 
confideration of the wzion to bis Deity, as Col. i. Heb. i. &e, 
And in this view they continue to fupport: the Deity of 
Curist : and when fet in this Tight, they render the proofs. 
_of his Deity more defenfible, and at once maintain the 
Sacred idea of. CurisT our mediator” as the gieat Tamaw- 
THROPOS,=Gop- “MAN. : applies “Faia GA 

* SSE See an Oxy. 


+ 2 

. Oxy. 7. It is: objetied, that this paves the way to lead us 
into the Arian Party, Jince it agrees in_fo many parts with 
their Jentiments of their Logos, which oes call the divine na- 
ture of CHRIST. 
i SR ee : wa gr: i ; ‘ : 

ANS. "TNs anne has been partly anfwered above 
nor is their the leaft danger while we maintain the neceffity 
of the union of. Deity to the pre-exiftent creature nature to 
make it capable of the names, titles, honours, prerogatives, 
and works afcribed to it in Acripture, which are incom- 
smunicably divine. . 


od 


But on ‘the other ee why may not the reader he fo cha-. 
poate as to. fay, That ‘it paves: ‘the way for the ARIANS to 
come,to | Orthodox Sentiments concerning the Deity of CuristT? : 

‘Since i it re moves their greateft objections againtt our faith. 
in that particular. It tranfplants their ftrongeft allurements 
and— the faireft colours of their arguments into our own 
dogtrine, and thereby renders their pretences to fupport 
their. own {cheme feeble, ineffe€tual and needlefs, It en- 
joys call the advantages which their fcheme pretends to; 
without any of the: difficulties and inconveniences with 
el. ee sprnes is incumbered. And I mutt ee 
‘aes to Ages ‘truth, it sae be i the ihe la this pre 
trine and the happy- confequences which attend it. Had i at 
been fet in its faireft light, and publithed i in the days of the. 
i Nicene Council, it would have prevented the» fatal and 
bloody contefts that took place in fucceeding ages; it would 
_ have been a happy medium te reconcile the Arians to ‘the 
‘a common faith. 


Oxy. ‘Bo Cold fueh a dottrine as this be true, and the 
Difciples of Curisr know nothing of it in his life time—nor 
the Apoftles exprefs it in plainer language in their writings :— 


nor the primitive fathers. declare it as the fentiment of the 
Caps) 


# 





nels 2 Aetihar the’ Diteiples da ‘di ice the I life-of 
they moft probably had the fame opinions ont canes 
Soul of t the. Meffiah which the Jews had in, ‘nedllbe ore their 
times; and that was, ‘That the Meffiah’s Soul was’ formed 
from the beginning ‘of the world. Surely: a 
"(as is generally fuppofed) 1 that a// human Souls: 
they would believe the: Soul Seles aaa egy a m ¢ 
dea bp. faack 27) sagted een 
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¢@) 
4ng the pre-exiftent nature of Curis, ‘that itisdificult 
to know what. was their fenfe, .or whether. they\had. any 
nniform,: regular, or fettled ideas on this fubje&. - They 
Baek times {peak of his temporal generation.and iderivation 


‘from GO} D as s the author. and caufe of this . being, from 


which, the ri “4ans take occafion to: affirm: ‘they were on their 
fide, JN ow. as.this. do&trine reconciles many difficult places 
of Scripture, fo. it would .happily. reconcile. dnany: of their 
expresiions which feem-contradiGory and dmconlilienss: 


eos am Maine esas: cle oe, shea ek As, 4 yA nay 


— Moft of the fathers before the council of jvaitos Pi 


oot the. generation of the Son as voluntary, OY a mani rife oftas 


tion before the world began, in order to. create the world. 
‘Many.examples might be given, but this is the, fum of 
them, That his fonthip. commenced -with his. proceffion 
from -G,O D, and he was not.a Son till he came out to 
ereate. . . Origin fays, the foul of the Son in its perfection, 
was in GOD and his fulnefs, and coming out thence, when 
be was fent by-the Father, took a-body ah tinal bite bins wt 

oe vie derdsbod’ tor bea) Abie -episte t ib ar 
_ There are, many beautiful ¢ Deepen ehichadcleiant 





; sil of dathnets thrown over. ea iia early inthe chrif- 


tian church, when the: wifdom.of men’ began to take the 
Inlacayefiethe authority of GOD, _ efpecially in the reign of 
Anti-chrift, and. after fome ages may have emerged into 
ight, and. delighted chriftians with the. brightnefs and plea- 


— ifure of them. | The happy flate of the Church before the end of 


the world, was “known and believed i in the firft “century ; 
andaaftes the third it was. accounted a herefy for ages; yet 

now it has arifen with further evidence,.and obtained al- 
‘Blatt wedventt affent. Though this doétrine of Curist’s 
pre-exiftent Soul, as it is commonly called, has lain dor- 
omant for ages, yet it has revived in. this, ‘and fome great 
cand. learned’men have embraced it, fome of whom have 


: “written boldly i in defence of it.” 


+ Ser wT 2, eh ids ’ y ! 
E i Dae Medd. & 


me wT 
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|The firft in this period who. publithed it was Dr Hers 

More—after him Dr Fowler Bithop « of Gloucefter—A. Pref- 
byter in the Church of England in defence of Bithop Fow- 
ler—Mr Robert Fleming—Mr Fofe ph Buffy -Dr Francis 
Ga/ftrell Bifhop of Chefter—A learned Author in anfwer to. 
Dr Clarke—Dr_ Thomas Bennet—Dr Burnet-—Dr Knight — 

and Dr Watts.* Four of thefe authors mention the doc- 
trine with approbation; all the reft write ftrenuoufly in Rak 
port of it. and it is noticeable that all thefe maintain the 
proper Deity of Curisr, fo that ee. is. not one Arian 
among them. a ak Ee. ; 3 See : > Re ‘4 rte S ee Bee 
ae i; pial, Shs Othe Bieter 

Bi ioop F agate etibes with ‘foals aieraics of this do@rine. 
ft cite a few of his fentences._ _“ There is no. 
| doftrine more clearly delivered. than this, and . 
«© even immediately by our Saviour mane and often: Te- 
“¢ peated by him: And let the oppofers of it be as magifte- 
_ «-yialy pofitive as they will, yet there is not more plain 
‘* and undeniable evidence for any one article of faith, 

‘¢ than there is’ for this doétrine; and that is the fenfe i Bey = 

“ which moft certainly the Difciples of our Lorp under~ “ 

© food hhis declarations—Our Saviour never faid a fyllable. 


ow : h fo much as” ee to contradigt the plain, literal, 


me) H 
Sek Bey: % 


{ate oe Ce : ate 5 EOF Pr PRESS “natural 
3 nas Me i a te Yast fx ~~ A stl 
® As ey things on 2 this iiarageaeale Spatial from the works. of 
“Dr Pedi fome. may wonder that J have not cited him, Such. will . * 
know, that through a diffidence ‘peculiar t to the DoStor's c ntroverfial 
writings, much of the fotce, energy, and evidence of trut contain’d 
in this doétrine are loft: Which, perhaps, may be one reafon why 
“fuch as have read’ ‘the Dostor’s works, have paid fo little regard t to this 
particular: doétrine. A very learned ‘Divine, after reading the Dr. 

_on this fubje&t, faid, ‘* That he could not be certain whether the 

Dr. heartily, believed the dostrine himfelf, from his diihdeae: ‘manner 

~ ef writing.”—For. this reafon, being fully convinced of the truth of . 
“the doétrine, ‘T have fo altered, abridged, or enlarged x whi LT found 

in the Doétor’s works, that it would be unfair to cite hin as the 
Author; and mutt therefore, having, made the fentiments my own; 

take the faults upon myfelf, that any candid reader may ‘find inthe 

’ Treatile. 
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“ ‘natural, fenfe of the words by which he halk to ex- 
*¢ prefs this do@trine ; and it is worthy of our obfervation 
‘< that there is not one text in the Bible whofe pizin and 
<< ‘natural fenfe fo much as feems to thwart the plain fenfe of 
“ thofe Scriptures. that are produced to prove it; What 
«* controverted point is . in religion of Wak we can 
“© fay the se ror we 
“Tecan Saag einiade myfelf that every ferious chriftian will 
agree, that fuppofing this doétrine true, it gives a natural 
and eafy folution of a great number of difficulties in. the 
word of GO D,—it adds beauty as well as clearnefs to 
many expreffions: in -Revelation,—and it enables us to an- 
fwer many inconveniences and apparent abfurdities which 
the Arians fling upon the common explanations a the 
Trinity. sive: 

~The doétrine of the Day of Canty and his facred of= 
fice of Afediator may perhaps be maintained without it, 
but then we muft return to explain thofe difficult texts by 
hard tropes 2 and figures,——we “mutt fpeak of Curist j as. 
GOD- MAN before his taking our nature upon him by 
way of prolepfis > or anticipation,—Wwe muft apply many infe- 
rior expreffions to the divine perfon of Curist confidered 
in his office of Mediator, which may otherwife and much 
better ‘per applied to his creature nature, —we muft conftrue 
many phrafes into truth economically which can never be true 
in their real and. natural fenfe, —we muft indulge Catachrefes 
or improprieties of Janguage in the Bible, which might be 
literally and properly expounded by this doétrine,—we muft 
folve other expreffions by the do€trine of communication of 
properties between the divine and human natures of CurisT, 
in the fame manner as we did before, fome of which may 
be neceffary, but | we fhould never chufe thefe interpreta- 
tions, when ‘there | is a more plain literal fenfe which is 


. perfedtly accommodated to the text. 


M As 


hi Ry this doftrine gives ca nt light to i af 





fages of Scripture, if we drop ii it, we leave “et AP 
‘heavy cloud among. the unfolvables or things. which car 

‘be underftood. If we dor not} yet clearly underfiand the p af- 
fages which this doétrine i is properly applied to, let us pai 
upon the Father of Lights till he fhall difcover } his own 
meaning in “his facred word, and furnifh us with light to 
guide us into the knowledge of the glories. of our bleffed 


‘Redeemer, the -perfest knowledge ‘of which” is. | referved for 


‘the ‘entertainment , of Saints. and Angels in future ages: of 

b bi There ’ tis certain, if we. are heirs of that kingdom, 

we f fhall. fee. him as he i is, and behold him face to face, — 
en 1 thall all ‘ eer: be Sey ever LA ee sek: 


ht. Amen. © 
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ry.—He leads ue: fo the i incarnation. of Curist, in op- | 


& . Sg.) 


ftood related to by created nature and covenant conftitution, 
as brethren of his, and chofen children of GO Di in Hin. 


The Agofile proses in ig sth. that the power and aus 
thority. ‘of CurisT was extended far beyond that of Angels; 
For unto the Angels has he not put into fubjection the world to. 
come, whereof we Jpeak. This was fpeaking to the Jews in 
their own diale& ; for they fliled the more glorious difpen- 
fation that. was prophefied of to fucceed the Mug/iac, the 
world to come, which was the Apoftle’ s prefent fubje, 
whereof, fays he, we now Jpeak. The MEssiaH was to be 
Lorp and Ruler « over it.—Its do€trines, ordinances, infti~ 
tutions, privileges and bleffings were all to be derived from 
Him. But that the argument might have its full force, he 
proceeds ‘to explain the doétrine of his humiliation, and 
gives reafons for his incarnation and fufferings. He thews 
that in their own Scriptures, the Old Teftament, He is - 
{poken of as man and the fon of man’; and that his ftate of 
humiliation was: prophetically told in his being made a lit- 
tle lower than the Angels—or rather as it is in the margin, — 
for a little while lower than Angels. know that this is 
generally thought to mean 4dam, or his pofterity in gene« 
ral, but this it cannot do; for it would render the Apoftle’ ‘s 
argument ufelefs,——while he was proving that Curist, 
was fuperior to anebs to wander from his fubjeé to an ace 
count of Adam and his pofterity. —And befides, the words. 
are nothing for his purpofe unlefs.they are underftood of 
Curist.——They muft be inverted to make them fuit 
Adam's cafe, whofe honour was. before his fall,—and read 
He was crowned with glory and honour, and made 
tle | wer than the Angels. —It would fuit his cafe better 
y,—He was a little while crowned with glory and ho- 
nout,—than’ that he was a little while made lower than the 
Angels ; fince his honour was only for a {mall {pace, and 
his difhonourable or fallen ftate continued, But the text is 


5 dered and plainly, applied to. Crist, who after being 
. M 2 long 
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Tong i in a ftate of honour and glory, and made aye: little 
while, afew years, much lower than Angels, in his abafed ; 
_and humbled fate upon earth: And is now crowned with 
glory and honour in his exalted ftate for ever. Thofe parts 
ot the paffage which relate to dominion, in their complete 
_and higheft fenfe, can belong to none but CurisT the uni- 
verfal Lone and prt Genson of all creatures. 


The lft gtr of baits 8th Pern to e's an objedtion 
“againft the dogtrine of Curist’s univerfal dominion, 
which the Apoftle fets himfelf to. anfwer, by giving the 

reafons. of his humiliation unto death—or being made for 
.@ little time lower than Angels—for the fuffering of death— 

- that he might tafte death—be made per feel through fufferings.— 
All which are reafons for his taking a body; but HE who 
_ took that = is ange the whole ee ai to —- al 
ABE, took it. 

By. pia fleth anid blood he abslinaaniaaels is relied to 

his people as Brethren, having affumed that part of their 
aaiatite in the fame ftate and condition of weaknefs, afflic- 
tion, and mortality with them; that he might have fome 
ee to offer for them ; and they might have the benefit of 
it; therefore fays the Apoftle, they are all of one. They 
2 alfo of one Father,— under one wife, holy, and graci- 
ous conftitution,—whereby they are /egally one, and in- 
cluded in one covenant. And therefore, however great and - 
Be sac CurisT i is, and mean and contemptible they are, 
he is not afhamed to call them brethren. And in proof of this, 
the Apoftle cites his own words from feveral Pfalms, 
wherein HE avows the relation to them, and 1s depen- 
dence upon GOD, for what HE would need we 
the. work of their falvation, = ove 
bea | opiates ehriay fea bantese ae wR 

” Having pete out the relation an Canna sie fais: 
ther ftood in to all the children. of GOD, the Apoftle more 

efpecially 
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efpecially declares the reafons why He took flefh and blood. - 
For as much then as the children are partakers of flefh and 
blood, He alfo himfelf likewife took part of the fame, that - 
through death, &c. &c.s Pray let me afk who took the flefh 
and blood?—Jesus certainly, who is mentioned in the Hod 
genien for there is not another antecedent. ——What was 
' Jesus when He took fieth and blood ?—for it is abundantly 
evident He exifted before He did fo.—This queftion I muft 
~ Jeave with them who are not afhamed to tell the world, 
Thiet this sgt tse the preprint hemes 


oP ti the wba Sal sseGies the falliowinig! verfes of the 
_chapter® will appear fo plain to our purpofe that they need. 
no comment, as it is almoft impoffible but every unpreju- 
diced reader muft fee their force and energy. Verfe 16th, 
For verily He took not on Him the nature of Angels; but he 
took on Him the feed of Abraham.—Or as the text as properly 
reads, He did not take hold of Angels, —perhaps fallen 
Angels, to help or refcue them ;—dut he took hold of the 
feed of Abraham,—to help and refcue them. The word 
nature is not in the text. But whatever way it be read, it 
ee the fame a in me profent pr nore 


. Verte ie in it ebecfoit in all things it behoved Hi im to 
be made like unto His brethren; that he might be a merciful 
and faithful High Prieft, in things pertaining to GOD, to 
make reconciliation for the fins of the people. For in that He 
Himfelf hath fuffered, being tempted, He is able to fuccour 
them that are tempted. It was neceflary He fhould have a 
body like His brethren, that in all things He might be duly 
_ qualified to anfwer the great defign of his offices as their 
Redeemer and Saviour: »That by his own experience of 
their trials and fufferings He might, as far as poflible, be 
in the fame condition with His brethren whom he was to 
fave and fuccour ;' and might aé the part of a feeling, com- 
 cieseeoetae and tender-hearted High Prieft. as well as faith- 
js fully 
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fully difcharge every part of his great undertaking for them — 
who were given Him from among men, not only to redeem 
by His blood, but make them, as the dear objects of His 
. fympathy and compaflion, triumph over all trials and temp- 
tations, and bring them at. Jatt vidtorious to endlefs glory 
with Himfelf. noe ; 





Cr IVE me sie. Hele onder to crave your. patience 3 
F jittle further. I am furprized at the method a very in- 
genious Author takes to fhew his oppofition to this doétrine 
“in his preface to Notes on Scripture Texts, He fays, ‘* That 
fey ‘notion never came originally from the Scriptures, , but 
© owes. its firft rife to the vain imaginations of the Philo- 
ce fophers.” He falls fouly on Dr Watts for what he had 
faid i in favour of it. But inftead of fhewing that the texts- 
brought to prove it were mifapplied, and the arguments in 
tS. defence ‘were weak or inconclufive, he takes amuch 
éafier way, by fetting this doétrine in oppofition to fome 
parts of the Scholaftic Doéirine'of the Trinity, and becaufe — 
it will not, in his opinion, agree with them, therefore it is 
falfe ; ; whereas he never cites a fingle text in proof of the 
one, nor againft the other: But in’ place of this, he: fays, 
he muft | forget fuch things before he can believe this docs » 
 trine. He mentions three ‘things which he mutt for- 
get, and confidently fays to each of them=/V have learned 
from the Scripture ;~—But forgot to tell us what'part he had 
learned them from.—I am pens sag no > fuch ‘ideas are 
in the facred yes : 






ie ftrong are the aicyiidhend of nebo ! shtkcee 
men from receiving clear and manifeft truth, becaufe they 
perceive it to be inconfiftent with what they have been for= 
merly taught, which things they have long believed, with- 
out taking the webri'i of ae ae epee Jam 


pretty 
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pretty confident, that het this Gentleman’ s very extraordi- 
nary talents been as impartially imployed i in examining the 
Scholaftic doétrine of the Trinity, as they have been in 
many parts of the ‘Scripture Syftem, by which laudable in- 
duftry, he has brought many truths to light which were 
hid under the rubbifh of human explications ;—he would 
not have fuftained himfelf any fufferer by the lofs of thefe 
ideas which he oppofes to this doétrine, nay, would never 
haye retained things fo unfcriptural, and {elf-contradiétory. 
—No man is perfe@ here. 


ee e the things which he fays he learned from the 
es and mutt forget if he believe this doétrine i is, 
Lhat there is a foundation in the fame one Divine “Nature or 
God- head 1 for fuch a di ifinétion as is between the fender and the 
Sent among men, which is commonly called perfonal. —Strange 
dofrine this, to be fathered upon a Revelation from the 
G OD of truth: / —Diftinétions in the Divine Nature! 
Such a di ifiindtion as between the SENDER and the Sent !— 
Yea, of the SAME KIND @§ AMONG MEN 1—Every one 
muft know that the ideas which naturally a arife from a Sen- 
der and Sent among men, are thofe of Ma after and Servant 
— Superior ; and Inferior, &c.—But i is it poffible for a chrif- 
tian to carry fuch ideas into the Divine Nature, or Deity ? ? 
‘The believer of this needs. find no fault with Arians. No 
Arian ever pretended to fix fach a an inconfiftency i in Deity ; 
—No, they will rather fuppofe two Gods, a fupreme and 
fubordinate. —=—But our Gentleman’s diftin&tion undeifies 
Deiry itfelf |—Does he not boldly an{fwer. the queftion 
which Jewovan himfelf put, and fuftained unanfwerable ? 
To whom will ye LIKEN me, and make me EQUAL, and COM- 
PARE me, that we may be LIKE? fa. xlvi. 5.—Yes, this 
Author can. find fomething among men to compare the very 
NATURE or EssENcE of JEHOVAH with, in which he 
fays there are e dy iftinétions like thefe among men.—In the 


economical charaéter of GOD he has revealed. fuch dif- 
tinctions 
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tinétions as by analogy are: compared to things among men: 
‘But as we know nothing of diftin€tions in’ Derry, it is 
the moft daring prefumption, | and borders on B . -{—y, for 
‘human wit to form diftinétions, or compare it with any 
created exiftence !|—I am perfuaded my reader i is fo much 
_fhocked as to with this fubje& was dropped: And as my 
own feelings require it, I fhall leave this difagreeable tafk 
‘of expofing the weaknefs of men under the prejudices of 
education ; by obferving how neceffary it is for every chrif- 
tian to examine what he has formerly received as truth ; 
when he will moft likely find a number of his fentiments, 
never before. examined, to be not only ill grounded, but 
ready to. ftand up in oppofition. zo what ever contradicts 
‘them, tho’ ‘clearly founded on: the word of GOD. Of this 
-kind are the things which this Gentleman has oppofed to 
this doétrine ; either without countenance from Scripture— 
trifling in, point of argument, or founded ona miftaken 
notion of, or prejudice againft the dogtrine. itfelf. Can 
_any thing be more of this charaéter than to fay, “ How- 
ever the Father: be. manifefted i in the man Fcfus, and the 
‘Holy Ghoft dwell i in him; _ yet that max is not, cannot be 
called the Father, nor the Holy Ghoft. wee ree by this 
doétrine, - ‘(we may as well call him the Father, and the 
Holy Ghoft, as the Son.” The weaknefs this fagacious 
Author thews i in his oppofition to this doétrine, makes it 
appear that there is nothing in Scripture to oppofe it, and. 
even reafon and common fenfe cannot be employed with 
any. advantage againit it. Sati ee 
& 


It isa melancholy tat oe Fie is fpreading through 
Britain at prefent i in a. moft alarming manner, and ‘embraced 
by thofe. principally, who have found the dogtrine of the 
Trinity they have been, taught to be what they. can. have no 
ideas of ; nor can they find any feripture to fapport it ; 
Nay, in fhort, the i inquirer finds his Arianifm in the Aa. 
trine of the cD taught by. thofe called Orthodox. _ As 

for 
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for example ; One who is explaining the Sonthip of 
Curist fays, ** That where CurisT is called the Son 
of God, the word God does not mean the E/fence but a Per- | 
fon in the Effence who begets the Son bya communication of 
the Effence.” Well then fays the inquirer, it muft follow, _ 
that where ever the Son of God is mentioned, the term God 
nuftt be exclufively reftri&ted to one perfon, even the Father ; 


this plainly fays, that the Father only is God. He is'God 





in fuch a fenfe as the Son cannot be.——He argues thus; 
—Chrift is the Son of God as to his divine Perfon; but. 
the term Ged is to be reftriéted to the Perfon of the 
Father : Therefore he only is God in the higheft fenfe ‘of 
the word. If the premifes hold, the inference is good; for 
if Chnift, as to. his divine Perfon, is the Son of another 
Perfon in Deity, he cannot be God in the fame fenfe as a 
Son, that the other who begot his divine Perfon is as a’ 
Father. oP ay: Reader, what can be replied to fuch reafon- 
ing, upon fuch principles? It is therefore evident, that 
Arianifm by neceflary confequence is nourifhed and counte-" 
nanced by an ignorant and obftinate adherence to what is 
pretended to be the Orthodox doétrine. . 


~The increafe of 4riani/m is principally owing to a prac- 
tical defe& among thofe public Teachers who are reckoned 
on the Orthodox fide of the queftion. Among thefe there 
are many who reft fatisfied’ with ‘what they have “been 
taught concerning the Trinity, and either oppofe or evade 
eWery mean of conviction or information on that fubje&; and. 
y, treat with eoptenee what is faid contrary to their 
ved but do all they can to difcourage the 
helps to cna: bad means of information among fuch as 
they are conneéted with. They feem- much more aftaid of 
lofing their prejudices of education, than the growth of 
Arianifm.— Others who: have gotten partly over {uch pre- 
judices, and will | very” readily acknowledge the truth pr7- 






vately yet, from a fear of giving offence to fuch as they are 
N 


connetted 
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conneéted with, are too referved in communicating it to 
others. But I pray that GOD may touch all their 
fouls with a deep fenfe of the prefent ftate of neglected 
bleeding truth, and infpire them with a con{fcientious view 
of the obligations their office and characters as public. 
Teachers lay them under, to be more, tender of, and more 
zealous for the divine honour of Him whofe fervants they 
‘ profefs themfelves to be, and the benefit of their fouls who 
may be in danger of finking into error and delufion through 
‘their negle€&t.—Then would the one party lay afide their 
prejudices, and the other their fervile fears, and publifh the 
Scripture fenfe of this do&trine, and encourage means that 
are ufed for promoting the truth in ufeful publications on 
the fubje&t ; by which they would do a real fervice to truth, 
and curb the increafe of the feed of error which the nie ie 
is fowing in great abundance while /uch hujbandmen flcep. 





APPENDIX. 


pe ow ae § 
x XM RMS 
ee re 
Age ae 
Xe a 


4 
<a, 


digs: vaaiies 








im = ra errataasaee | 


gan eee 


rk bo 


. ‘ Biscay 
bles, are saeranhs on the Scheme of Doctrine 
lately publifhed againft the PROPER Duity of 
Pabst CHRIsT, by the Rev. Mr R. E—t, A. B. 





YHO? it is univerfally allowed, ‘except by the Socinians, 
~ that our Lorp Jesus Curuisr had a real exiftence 
before he ‘appeared i in flefh and blood among men; and that 
he frequently appeared i in a vifible manner, affuming the 
NAMES and fuftaining the charatter of JeHovan the great 
and bleffed GOD: Yeta conteft has been long fupported, 
Whether he in his complex perfon does include proper Deity : 
sr, Whether he being only a creature, is called GOD as res 
prefenting the charadter of one who is infinitely above him, 
sven the mofi high GQD. 


Ever fince the days of Arius there have been fome who 
have maintained the latter opinion: And in modern times, 
feveral very learned men have ‘ried all their art to refine. 
that fcheme and render it plaufible. It mutt be confeffed 
that thofe who have held the: other fide of the queftion, 
have given fuch advantage againft themfelves, from the ar= 
guments they have ufed, that Arians now can write with 
perfpicuity and force of argument againft the defenders of 
D gy of Curisr. But Sievert eee teafoning is 






tases r the WScrakins which men have faite: without 
authority fr ‘om the word of GOD. This matter cannot 
be determined but by plain Scripture. All auxiliary aid 
tends to perplex and darken the fubject. sini 


laa 50 lat refinement of the Arian {cheme is by a Gentle- 


"man ftill alive, who will not allow himfelf to be called an 
N 2 Arian 
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’ Arian, and fhews cena differs from them : But it is 
‘plain he holds with them in the main queftion betwixt 
them and fuch as maintain the proper Deity of Jesus 
‘Curist, with this” diftinétion, The Arian fays, Curist 
‘has a fubordinate dependent Deity of his own—He fays the 
proper Deity of the Fatuer dwells in him, . ails this is 
not his own, but the Fatuer’s only. The 4rian will 
have him to be a created GO D;—and this Author will 
have him to be 20 GO ee at all, rl iis Dees of another 


et lg ke Hee Gh 8 eee 


ba : : es "hee a 7 ee ee yer te + age 


ia mean not to ‘compare thefe fentiments, nor minutely to 
enter” upon the confideration of any of them; that would be 
a’ work too ‘copious for an appendix. Ail I intend is to 
make a few obfervations for the fake of fuch as ferioufly 
confider the doftrine in the above Effay, left they fhould be 
enfnared by the plaufibility of that kind of reafoning which 
Is intended to prove, from the doétrine of CuRIsT’s, an- 
cient creature nature, that he is no more than a creature,— 
that the names, &c, signin toG OD only, arenot ina 
co ig ae to no fhort; that he is not GOD. 


#3 Yee * <a ree te EES SE 


ox own, that of all the ivi ott? “ignteh have. been taken. to 
drefs up a Divinity for Curist; this Gentleman’s is, ‘at 
firft fight, the moft plaufible ; having fo many’ texts of 
{eripture, the found of which feem to favour the fentiment 
of the author, and which he has taken the utmoft aneon 
colle&t and reprefent in the moft alluring manner; fo th 
the xhyewuaton 8 hg pat —. the. pleafi ig | 


cealed i I ae see anes ae =< 





ereature nature or Soul’ if end aif ook ites 
 guently a in re a the queftion is, whe= 
ried the names, ‘titles, &c.. 

peculiar 
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ee true GOD, was really fo himfelf ; or only 
perfonated and fpoke the language of another Perfon, who 
only is GOD, and had fent him, dwelt in him, and fup- 
ported him in his work?—The former is what I think the 


‘Scriptures plainly prove,—the /atter is what he labours to 


vindicate through the whole of his book. t 


‘It would be vain, in dealing with this author, to prove 
‘that it was Jesus Curist who appeared, this he readily 
grants; and as needlefs to prove that he had /upreme 
DEITY dwelling i in bim, this he alfo grants; and thereby 


“diftinguifhes himfelf from Arians: but the thing to prove 


is, that he who appeared was him/elf the MosT H1GH’ 
‘GOD; which this author peremptorily denies. Among a 
multitude of texts, and many arguments-founded on texts, 
that might be collected for this itgage I thall only men- 
tion a ope: “few. i tpi 


tis abbey webiibent chew he mi appeared i is com- 
‘monly called Gop, the Lorn, the Lory Gop, JEHovan, 
the ALmicutTy, the Gop of Abraham, &c. whoever reads 
a few chapters in Genefis muft plainly fee this. In Aas 
vii, 2. The martyr Stephen fays, Zhe Gop or Gurory 
appeared to our father Abraham;in Gen. xii. 7. it is faid, 
The Lorp appeared unto Abraham, and faid, unto thy feed 
will I give this land; and there he built an altar unto the 
Lorp (JEHOVAH) WHO APPEARED unto him. One 
ald. think Stephen and JMo/eswere pretty good evidence 
inte the one fays, the Gop or Guory appeared, 
therthat it was JEHovanH that appeared ; and he - 


“who. pias fpoke in the firft perfon, i.e. bim/elf. A 


plain Englith Scholar would eafily conclude from {uch lan~ 


guage who it was that appeared. But let us hear other two 


witnefles. Gen. xvi 1. we have an account of another 
appearance when he faid, Fear not, Abraham, I am thy 


. faield and thy exceeding great reward: and Abraham Jaid, 


Lorp 
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- Lorp Gop, what wilt eheugiaes me, &c. At -verfe nth: he 
fays, J am JeHoy.au that brought thee out of Ur of the 
Chaldees,—at verfe 18th Mofes fays, Jn that day Jenov AH 
made a covenant with Abraham. Here Abraham calls him 
that appeared Lorp Gop..—He calls bimfelf Jenov an, 
Abraham’ s Shield and. ‘Micaihies, great reward,—And Mofes 
calls him JexoyaH. Surely this is proof ‘fufficient, and 
fuch. as prejudiceitfelf dares not queftion.—In € Gen, xvi 3e 
Hagar calls the Angel of the Lory (the Ancrk JeHovaH' 
who appeared to. her Jenova and Gov.—She called the 
“name of Jenovan that Jpake to her, Thou GOD fee me. 
—In Gen. xvii. 1.. JeHovAM appears again to Abraham. 
aad calls himfelf the ALmicuty GOD ; and in that nar- 
ative he i is fix times called GOD,—In Gen, xvin.—We 
have nother appearance to. Abraham: where he plainly dif- 
tinguithes ene whom he calls jeHovan, from the two that 
were with him. And when the other two went to Sodom, 
they. fay, JEHOVAH hath fent us to deftroy it: But he. 
that tarried. with Abraham, is addrefled euskal OsT 
HI G He G. oO ) D—fpeaks cas fuch of: himfelf,—— ~and-a is. 
called JEHovan feveral times in, the: narration” by both 
Abraham and, Mo/es. Gen. xxii. 11. In the account of 
Abraham. _ offering his fon, he is’ called. the Angel of the 
Lorp (tl ANGEL JEHOVAB). and affumes the charaéters of 
Deity to himfelf in the plaineft terms; And dbreham called . 
the name of the. place JeEnovan JIREH asa: monunient of 


‘the charaéter of him who had Ldpeleneate. ciacamiigen’ 
there. pins 











Re ei 






a fo SE i? ee pies Daeg rts 
In the appearances to. Ifaac, Gen.) xxvi. 
Jeu OvAH, and calls himfelf the GOD of 
When he appeared to. Jacob Gen. XXvill, 13.—-h i 
AM Jenovan, the GOD. of Abrabam, and the GOD. 
of Taac ;—and Facoh faid, furely JEHOVAH is in this place.” 
Gen, xxxi. 13.—He calls himfelf the GOD of Bethel.— 
reftled with Jacob, calls 
him 
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himfelf GOD.—And Jacob faid, I have fen GO D.—— 
Hofea tells us who it was that wreftled with Jacob, chap. 
xii. 3.—By his flrength he had power with GOD, yea, he 
had power over the Angel, and prevailed, be wept and made 
fupplication unto him, he found him in Bethel, and there he. 
|pake with us; even the Lorp oF Hosts, Jenovan is bis 
memorial. We have another appearance, Gen. xxxv. 9. 
where he calls himfelf GOD ALMIGHTY.—In ano- 
ther, Gen. xlvi. 3. He fays, I am GOD, the GOD of 
thy father. And in Gen. xlviii. where Jacob is telling his’ 
fons who it was_ that appeared to him, he fays, evens 
ALMIGHTY who a tadien to me at ne ‘ 


: ‘ ee Bal ge 
“But A to asi. sApatiii on shthie head, let any im- 
partial perfon read. aticnpmelys the 3d chap. of Exodus, and — 
fee whether the perfon appeating to Mofes does not affume 
to himfelf the names, titles, powers, and prerogatives of 
JEHOVAH in the plaineft, moft explicit, and unreferved 
manner. Mofes is {aid to, be afraid to look upon GO D, 
which name, together with JEHOVAH, the G OD OF 
ABRAHAM, &c. he gets often in the narrative—and he calls” 
bimfelf 1 AM THAT I AM, in the moft folemn manner. 
Such. is the explicit terms in- which he defi igns him/elf as 
the MOST HIGH GOD, thatI very much queftion. 
if the invention of Angels, or the power of language could 
exprefs and affirm the proper Derry of him that eh in: 
clearer and ato hermige: 4/9 Heya: ass 







hx (9: The Apolte fays, it was CHrxsT who was 
inthe wildernefs.—David fays, they tempted and 
provoke ced the)MosT HIGH GOD, Pfa. Ixxviii. 56. 
Mofes fays, a: ena they tempted, Exo. xvii.— 
And Jenovan fays; it was himfelf they tempted, Num. 
xiv. 22. Heb. iii. 8},9. From fuch clear premifes the 
conclufion is manifeft to.every unprejudiced reader. 

ae: Bet Bie. oe eam = Saleh aI , 
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‘falt the narrat : pushy this view, » and I can. inal i 
iw to him, wh 
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. The fi e fentiment is clear: from many other patfazes, ae 
which contain: an account of various: appearances and ex-— 


\ 


preflions of GOD to M afes at Mount Sinai, in the Taber- 


nacle, &c. And I think no impartial reader can well fhun 


‘the force. of fuch evidence in thefe and many other inftan- 
bes. In Num. 22-25 It is faid, GOD came to Balaam— 


Balaam Said to GO D—Balaam Jaid Jeniov aH refufeth to. 


give: me leave— dventure JeHov aH. will come to ne———~ 








GOD met Ba gam—JEHOV AH put a word in. Balaam’s 


mouth JEHOVAH met Balaam, and put a word. in bis mouth 
Bit: he fpirit of GO. D came upon him—and. he took up his 
parable, and faid, i DT he man who heard the words of GOD, 
who Sav the fia on of the ALMIGHTY, &c.. Yet it is faid. 
the Angel of the Lorp met Balaam. Let the reader con- 















Hov all 


In Nis a} Mies, goon vis Il: a Wicihecinaiaiehehpiciaamcsts 


where he who appeared i ‘is called Angel and yet by the facred 


writer he is called GO D, and. JeHovai, who himfelf 


= challenges the names charaéters and works proper only to 


OD... The Angel faye it-was aelieeye oe pete 





ealied to eo apa aids ae abiaseans droid Bachoutes 
faith, JEHOVAB. » But the Holy Ghott fays Heb. vi. pay 
When GO pineinnee a es to. eer seh ee 
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mer aes ea in feveral ther accoun 
ances in Sc ripture which would be too tediousito: 
in this ‘place... But. from the whole it.is S Plain, that he ane 
appeared calls. bimfelf GQD, sag EaklO. V.AH,. &c.) 
fre equently, fo called. by the perfons, to whom he cae 


and is always, lle ‘0, by the: oles ters of thofe divine. 
hittories: . ‘ nid 









or 
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If Ri eee reader will confider the paffages\that have 
been cited, and many fi milar ones in the Old Teftament 
impartially, and confider. himfelf as it were in the place of 
thofe to whom the appearances were made, then let him 
think whether he would not have been fully convinced, 
that he who fpoke was the MOST HIGH GOD— 
And tho’ he might believe that an 4ugel appeared, whether 
fuch exprefs, ftrong, and folemn affumptions of Deity, 


would not make him believe, ~ that the ETERNAL Gop © 


and the ANGEL, at leaft for that feafon, and for that oe 
pofe, were not one agent, one fpeaker, one complex perfon 2 
. Whether Mofes, for inftance, could have any other idea 
of the appearance of the BLessep GOD, aéting and {peak- 
ing in: what was vifible to him? Confider whether the 
mere idea of a creature, fent as a deputy to fpeak in the 
name of GOD,’ could anfwer the divine charaéters affumed 


by the fpeaker, and the facred and {ublime affertions of the 
writer, and he to whom the appearance was made? There 


is not the leaft notice that he who appeared was the mef= 
fenger of an abfent GO D, or that he was /ent from GOD 


to carry a meflage to Mofes, but rather every ing of ‘proof ; 


that GOD uimseELr was there and’ fpoke. How then can 
any reader underftand him to be a mere deputy or meffen-~ 
ger? But here it muft be noticed, That whatever created 
being GOD appeared or refided in, which is called the She- 
kinah or habitation of GOD, that habitation itfelf is not 
called GOD merely becaufe GOD refided there, ‘without 
including the divine inhabitant, GOD uimsrtr: fo that 
n x the cloud, fire, man, nor angel is called GOD, 
I EHOVAH &c. without including Deity that was tn them. 
When it is faid, GOD #s gone up with a fhout, it does not 
mean the 4rk, butyG O D dwelling on the ark or mercy- 
feat.. The geftures, motions, and appearances are afcribed 







“to GOD, which were vifible in the body in which GOD 


at the time  refided, hich he made the fymbol of. his 
prefence. But this “body! is never called GOD when 
; ~O taken 


B= 


PS BF = 


4 ido. *) 


ae alone. arate tere the words: GOD, Lozp, AL- 
MIGHTY, Jenovan, which. are ufed on thefe occafions, | 
‘are not funk into.a figurative, or diminitive fenfe or pur- 
“pofe to be applied metaphorically to cloud, frre, angel, &c. 

as a refemblance or emblem of GOD, or a fymbol of his 
- prefence ; but thefe divine names are prctenved 3 in their orz- 
ginal, moft Jublime and divine fenfe, and applied to GOD 
HIMSELF confidered in thefe his ss As eg or places of 
refidence. 


“We have no reafon to fiche that ever ‘GoD refided in 
om corporal habitation without the medium of an intellec- 
tual being by whom he fpoke and acted, and by. whom 
he moved the corporal habitation The dugel of GOD’s. 
prefence—the Angel in whom was the name of GOD, was 
fill the more immediate Shekinah, whether he dwelt me- 
diately in‘a cloud, . light, Sire, ora human fbape. Hence in 
the hiftory of the fame tranfations it is faid fometimes 
that the Angel of the Lory appear ed,—and fometimes the 
Lorv GOD hbimpif appeared: The names GO D, 
LORD, or the ANGEL, are ufed -promifcuoufly in 
thofe ae and it was this ANGEL who aflumed the 
names, titles, and characters of GOD, LORD, and 
JEHOVAH. To this it may be objected perhaps, ‘That 
the ‘Apoftles lead us to believe that the law at Sinai was 
~ given or fpoken by Angels, and reafon that they were in- 
ferior to CuristT, in Heb. ii. 2. yet he who fpoke _ law - 
alimed divine a ial L am the Lee thy GOD: 







from He a 2s. oes Haase ye an t hir 
‘that i is Curist, for if they cfeaped not that rofufid ee shat 
May on ‘earth, ‘that i is pacts much more fhall not we efcape if 


» from heaven, that is: 
eaven, {poke from hea~ 
a ven, 










: (2th) 


vén, after he was afcended, and fent his fpirit to teach 
his Apoftles; it muft therefore be Curist that 
[pcaketh from heaven *; well, what fays the Apoftle of 
him!—wWHOSsE VOICE then /fhook the earth; ——not the 
voice of Af gfe, for: he quaked himfelf, but the voice of 
Curisr who alfo fays, yet once more I fhake not the earth 
only, but alfo the beovens,—which words are taken from 
Hag. 11. 6. where we are told who {poke thefe words; 
Thus faith the Lorp oF Hosts, yet cnuce, &c. So that it 
is’ ‘plain, the perfon’ who {poke at mount Sinai, was both 
Curist and the Lorp or HOSTS. 


if the apoftle’s reafoning be jut, Mt was Curist’s voice 
that Shook the earth at Sinai, confequently common Angels: 
did not affume the name, title or words of the MosT HIGH : 
GOD. Hence this is a further evidence that the Angel of 
the Covenant, CuRrist Jesus is GOD himfelf,—is one with 
GOD, becaufe he affumes the names and titles, and {peaks 
{uch words as belong only to GOD. —And what is fre= 
quently faid to the Ifraelites enforces this fentiment ; That. 
GOD Spake the words to them,—that they heard GOD 
fpeaking to them out of the fre, that out of heaven GO D 
made them to hear his voice, that they might know that 
Jexovan | he is G OD in heaven above. All which prove 
that he who fpoke was JEHovaH.—Such as deny that 
Curist is GOD, mut affirm that either his creature 
nature, or fome Angel might come as the reprefentative and 
deputy of the Great GOD, —clothed with divine au- 
rity and Gea his divine Majetty, cape 








hing in the prefent argument whether we confi. 
sto fpeak from earth; I rather think it was 

Curist for feveral reafons, but I have fuppofed it to be Mo/es, to 

oe that the bs aah i ‘is the fame either way. 


ptm cate as eT heagk | 


ie weer); 
_ Though this practice might be allowed between man 
and man in common affairs of life, yet no ambaflador durft 
ever fay, I am the King of England, I am the King of Spain; 
nor receive fuch honours, as his mafter could receive no 
higher though he were prefent. Such an ambaflador would 
be prouder than Rab/hakeb, who faid, Thus faith the Aang 
of Afpria— My mafier hath fent me to Speak thefe words. 
But though princes were to allow their ambafladors fuch 
liberties, this is no reafon why a meflenger from the 
“GREAT GOD fhould perfonate GOD himfelf in > 


- delivering his meflage, without the leaft hint to diftinguifh 
betwixt the Ambaffador and the GOD that fent him.— — 


There i is an infinite diftance between the GREAT GOD 
and a mere creature, even when it is employed as an ambaf- 

fador’ for GO D. There is far more danger in miftaking 
a creature for G O D, and giving the worfhip to the one 
- which is only due to the other, than there can be in mif- 
taking the meaneft man for the greatett monarch :—The 
latter is a. mifdemeanor between man and man, the former 
is plain idolatry. And yet this miftake, however dange- 
rous, is unavoidable if any mere creature might affume 
divine names and titles to himfe If; and either the worthip 
mutt be negleéted, or paid to a creature. The GREAT 

G & D, all-wife and good, would never leave his ‘ own ho- 
nour and the happinefs and duty of mankind fo precarious, 
and liable to fuch miftake, nor. a fuch unavoidable foun 
dation for a or. napa eton to it. 
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any ferifible appearance, left the tempta’ ; 
iron for men ‘to eee ido a and pay one 


Now 










(tage F 
‘Now this is the prefent cafe, Truovan is invifible, and’ 
not only the 4ueel who appeared affumed divine names © 


without any preface of hus faith the Lord, but the facred 


hiftorian declares that it was GOD appeared, [EHOVAH 
fpake, and the perfons with whom he converfed, called 

him Gop, JeHovaH, and worthiped him as fuch. Would. 
not this occafion an unavoidable miftake in all the readers 

of the hiftory, if GOD himfelf did not appear, if the 
Angel who appeared was not fo united to GOD, and fo 

intimately one with GO D, as to lay a sine cece for fuch . 
a mrepreleniants of things? 


There is another argument that — ‘amounts to a pofitive 
proof, and makes it a part of the chriftian religion, that it, 
was Jesus CurisT that made the appearances in the Old. 
Teftament, and challenged the names, titles, and honours z 
of JeHovan. The writers of the New Teftament cite 
thefe texts where he who appeared, and was called the 
ALMIGHTY GOD, the Creator and Lorp of all, 
JevovaH, the GOD of Jfrael, &c. and where he is re- 
prefented as bringing falvation to Jews and Gentiles, and 
they plainly apply thefe texts to Jesus Curist, which 
proves, as far as any humble) Chriftian would defire proof, 
that Jesus CurisT was the incarnate GO D, ‘the JEHo- 
wan of the Old Teftament,—GOD appearing among 
men as their Saviour and Redeemer. To: elucidate this 
argument, I thall mention only an example or two out of 
inftances in the N ew ‘Teftament clearly to the 


iii. it is faid GOD went forth before his 
o[s-—the earth fhook, the heavens dropped, 
D—Sinai itfelf was moved at the pre- 

GOD or Isrart,—GOD defired to 
a. AH will dwell in it for bye, —JEHOS 
Sinai, i. e. on the ae feat as in 
the 


at the prefence 
fence of GO D, the 
dwell in Zion, —} 4 

VAH is there even as in 


(10g). | 
the fire dn Sida iehbve haft ajcended on high, thou bap led 


. Captivity captive, and received gifts for men, yea for the re-— 
béllious alfo, that the Lord Gow might dwell among them, 


je. the heathen world. Now this is plainly applied to_ 
- Curist.’ Eph. iv. —When he afeended on pig te hé led Bin 
is ck 20g and gave see to men, &c.- 


ee the xevil. Bfalin: it is faid, JEHOVAH Rone let the 
earth rejoice, let the multitude of Ifles be glad— the Lorn of 
the whole cartheewho fits between the cherubim. Here he is 
reprefented as the GOD of the Jews bringing falvation to 
the Gentiles, whofe idolatry is to be abolifhed, therefore 
#© is added, Confounded be they that Jerve graven images > 
Worfhip wre all ye Gods, i. e- Angels and Princes of the 
people who ate called-Gods. This is directly applied to 
. Curist, and interpreted of him by the Apoftle Heb. i. ‘be 
ae hited the ae em G . D worfhip dim, ‘ 
in Pier cli. it is fia, The heathen frail ie the name iP 
the Lonp when the Lorp -foall build up Zion—when the 


people are gathered together, aud the kingdoms do ferve the 


Lorp.—Of old ha/t thou laid the foundations of the earth, and 
the heavens are the works of thy hands: they hall perifh, but 
thou drt-the fame, &c. This is exprefly applied to Ciniaar;, 
Heb. i. 10. rr. to prove his dignity above Angels, and as 

plainly proves, that he is the Jenovan, the GOD ‘who 
created the ‘heavens and the i: ae Sake 


gr fey xiv. 9, 10), 11 Phil. ii, 9: ie 
Be 12,” 13 » Sees n 













: ( ‘o5 

From thefe few it is plain, that the paflages where 
GOD is reprefented in a vifible manner,———emi- 
nently as a Saviour,—— or bringing falvation to Jews and 
Gentiles, have been interpreted concerning Curist by. 
the writers of the New Teftament: And it might be 
evidently fhewn’ that the ancient Jewifh Church, and the 
primitive Chriftians applied the paffages the fame way. If 
this is not admitted it is impoffible to account for the filence 
of both Gentiles and Jews in the firft ages of Chriftianity 
‘upon this head; why they did not raife objections againtt 
the do&rine of Curist’s Deity, when he was repre- 
fented in the chara&ter of the true GO D—why they did 
not challenge the Apoftles for citing fuch texts as plainly 





infer effential Derry, and applying them to Curisr?, 


From the above arguments it appears evident, that in the 
plain and eafy fenfe of Scripture, Curis? has true and pro- 
-per Deity belonging to him, as part of his Complex Perfon. 
‘The facred Writers: had fuch an awful fenfe of the divine 
excellency of the great GOD, and of his jealoufy for his 
own name, honour, and glory, that we cannot conceive, 
how they would daréto attribute his fupreme titles, charac- 
ters, and glories to a mere creature, or to any thing 
that had not true and proper Derry. 


Jt is alfo evident that the Deity of CurisT is the very 
~ fame with the Deity of the Faruer ;—that his divine na- 
ture is the fame infinite and eternal Being,—the fame Jr_ 
) , to whom all the higheft titles in the Old Tefta- 
afcribed. And CurisT himfelf puts this matter 
Ydoubt when he fays, I anD MY FATHER ARE 
one. John, x.30. LEfpecially when the text is properly 
read without the fuppliment my, then words cannot be more 
plain and forceable,—I anp FATHER ARE ONE. And itis 
plain the Jews underftood his words in this light, and were 
about to ftone him for lafphemy,—becaufe thou, faid they, 
being a man, makeft ia GOD. 
a 2 We 
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faiwe’ know no other name in’ the New Teftament that — 


ie ‘to the name Jetovan in the Old but the name 
' Lorn ; ; now this is given to Jesus CurtsT in ‘a fpecial 
‘manner, particularly by the Angels at his birth, when they 


- came to proclaim his advent and charaéter. Luke ii. rT. 
This day is born to you a Saviour, who is CurisT THE 


‘Lorp, or the: Lorp Cur1ist.—Had the diftinétion been 


‘kept between the word JeHovan and Aponat in the Old | 


Teftament, and where they are cited in the New Tefta- 
ment, the charaéter of CuristT as JeHovaH would have 
_ been more confpicuous to ordinary readers of the Bible. 
“But they are both frequently tranflated Lorp in the Old, 
and always fo cited in the New Teftament. Lorp is a 
‘proper tranflation of ADONAI which denotes dominion, 
authority, &c. but it cannot be a proper tranflation of 
Jenov aH which has felf-exiftence in its meaning. When 
a text fays, JEHOVAH faid to my LORD, the meaning 
is obvious, which muft be obfeured by syne: The 
a faid unto my oe ORD. rey ee 
And here ike me add what I think rakes the matter very 
Hee of itfelf, much more in.connexion with the former 
arguments, viz. ThatGOD, JEHOVAH, is often called 
JESUS in the Old Teftament ; and had the Tranflators 
done Juftice to the texts where this divine language occurs, 
it would have appeared perfeétly clear to the meaneft : ‘capa- 


city, That JESUS was the GOD, the LORD, ‘thes | 


JEHOVAH of the Old Teftament. Ayes mafly 
texts where this facred phrafeology as ufed, Pith 
cite a few. Tha. xli, 2. Behold GOD is my Salvation: I 
will truft and not be afraid; for the LORD®, EHOVAH 
is: my firength-and. Jong, he alfo is become ny fa lvation. 1 his 
is what ftands in our tranflation, but if the word Salvation 
. had been tranflated boa as it really fhould have been, 
7) ‘purpofe. GOD is 
AE HOVAH, is become 









my 


( 107 ) 


ay JE SUS. The words need no comment,— They are 
clear,—they_ are divinely itrong. ——'To attempt to exphig.’ 
what divine wifdom evidently intends as an explanation— 
would be. folly and prefumption. The imeaneft unlettered 
chriftian. who Humbly takes the word of GOD for all he 
believes 1 in religion, cannot ue the {cope and eas of 
fuch language.. 


In Tha. XXvi. I. it is faid, In that day frall: this feng e 
fang in the land of Judah, we have a firong city, fal- 
vation eualh God appoint tor “walls and bulwarks. The 
‘franflators have been fo fair as to put the words God and: 
for in Italics, to fhew the reader that they are fupplied by 
them, for they are not in the text. “See how it will read 
without them. —— Salvation will appoint walls, &c, This 
would be. to make divine Wifdom dictate nonfenfe. But 
read Jesus for falvation, as it ought to have. been, and you 
have clearly the feope, {pirit, and fenfe of the paflage. — 
Jesus will appoint walls and bulwarks. — Which points. out 
the glorious fecurity of the church under her king and 
head Jzsus, who makes her a ftrong city by appointing 
walls and bulwarks. This Jesus, this GOD, for you 
fee they are reciprocal, is in the midf of her, She Shall not be 
moved.—For . es [aith Jeuov AH, will be a wall of fire round 
about her, cand the glory in the ‘aa of her.—Upon this rock, 
faith JE: Ss US, wall I build my. church, and the ates es hell 


fal not prevail againft pe 










ee mention. 0} one. ter more of Kee ‘Kind, viz. 
a eer _ ‘to the. daughter of Zion, behold 


: A | None will oo that di E s U $ is 
bi But what kind of an antecedent does 
falvation make to the perfonal pronouns his and him in the 
text?—Read JESUS for Salvation, and all is clear and 
plain. ‘The reader is def ed to obferve, that ina fimilar 

, P . promife 


ay fake 

promife given almoft in the fuine: w ords, this je SUS is 
ealled the LORD GOD. If. xl.10. Ye LORD 
GOD will come,-—— his aad i is with him, and his work 
Before} him. > This is a manifeft proof that J LS. U Ss 15; the 
ORD’ ( oD of the Old ‘Teffament._ gd, at aia eae 





ng so 





# this idea. were. ae, or ea re in view in Teall ing ‘the 
‘Scriptures, That Jes US Cunist {peaks of pale if fomes 










ae ob ow ital and ae would 1 many _ pallages 
“appear, which, by forced. interpretations, remain. dark and 


eee ee a geet. number of fuch ela 
me b “ + 


- 


ae himfelf fuch aie. Senate s as can- 


me sui putt, MOST HIGH: GOD. 








ic t , in his Bales ae ‘and a 8 on the 
es SHhuphtianon, ‘and his confidence of. fapport i in it. 

“He concludes with the duty « of trufting i in GOD, and the 
danger of fee Besar and pars any way alte, a 2 is 


oe ay S SASS we 
ee 












a eae 


yet to darken the evidence of truth, fo clear in thi 
fome i interpreters betake them: t 
‘Shift of faying, That. Tfaiah- 
‘the ae Ske | How he Bis 


- Though it e evident that ire ak ris one sthr 





( 1g ) 
they not as. pail fay, that the lil. chapter fpeaks of Ifaiah 
too, where the fubjec i is the fame as here. 
ene pies our Lorp- fpeaks of himfelf under a 
three-fold character, and gives himfelf a-name fuitable to 
each, which, when viewed,in their proper extent, include 
all the relations that ever the Divine Being revealed him- 
felf in toman. One fuch text is Ifa. li. 22. where com- 
. forting his afflifed people he fays, Thus faith thy Lorn the: 
Lorp, and thy GO D that pleadeth the caufe of his people. 
The firft name he takes here is ADonai, a word that 
points out the perfon to be a ruler, mafter, pillar, or Siays 
&c. and implies refpeét and reverence. The fecond name 
~ is JRHov AH, which is only proper to the MOST HIGH, and 
‘points him out as felf-exifting, and giving being to his. 
promifes. —The third name is. Exouim, which has a plu-- 
_ ral fignification, and points out the one Jrvovan as per~ 
fonified for the great purpofe of accomplifhing the grand 
Economy of falvation, fuftaining different charaters, and 
different names fuited to thefe characters, which was n¢e=" 
ceflary i in revealing or making known to men the rife, pro- 
grefs, and confummation of the great work; with its cau/es, 
means, and effets; as alfo the objects, ordinances, privileges, 
&c. which could be no otherwife done to them, than by 
JeHovaH ‘condefcending to fpeak of himfelf in fuch rela- 
tive charaéters as were known among them. And there- 
‘fore the term Eton IM ab to that tranfaction, includes 







is one. 
- Now when oi RD Jesus Curist fays that He is 
each and all of thefe mentioned i in the text, we are brought 
_ to this dilemma, either t tofay it is not true what he afferts 
Pio, | of 


( 110 ) 


of himfelf, ‘at fo make him a liar ; ; or confels. Him t to be 
all that i is revealed of G O D- * = ‘ 


 T beg the Chriftian Rade would wall confider epee 
pete in favour of our putpofe. It is a bright Conftellation 
in the hemifphere of Revelation, which radiantly difplays 
the character of Jesus Curist, as the Most HicH GOD, 
and yet as ‘Mgsstan the Redeemer of his people. It is 
Tfa. liv. 5- For thy MAKER is thine HUSBAND, the Loxp oF 
Hosts" is his name, and thy REDEEMER the HOLY ONE OF 
IsraEL, the GOD of the whole earth fhall he be called. 
Stay reader, hafte not away from fuch a divine illumina- 
tion; it is revealed for our confolation in GOD our 
Saviour ;—confider it till its benign influence enlighten 
your ‘mind in the knowledge of Curist, and warm your 
heart with love and gratitude to the Divine Revealer, the 
fubjet of the text. Here are no lefs than /x different 
natnes in one verfe, all applied by Divine Wifdom to the 
fame Subject. Three of them clearly point out his Deity. 
—~He is the Maxer or Creator of his people in both 
nature and Sse — ‘is the ee OF Hosts; x Bet Sheed 





aeanilote 6E Gr mE anpotes a lees iP be < O D of the 
whole earth. —The Fudge, Governor, or fupreme Magifirate 
of ss peo earth. —Can the _— Stepan or hee 


ters ipothe out Deity aaa are api od 
G 0 pa ‘ogial not. However ao 


- word of G O D and his ¢ own conftienc 


pier Es + SSH 


ie the reader would have a more particr lat illuftration of the 
term ELonim, he may confult the Cléar Difplay of the Trinity 
from page 11th to the 16th, and from® 106 to 112.—In page 92. he. 
will find a general rule for knowing" when any paflage {peaks of 


Curist, or when he is the fpeaker him elf. 









( dt ) 
_ “Ttis equally indifputable, that the other three names aré 
ephles to Jesus CHRisT in his office character, and relae 
tion to his people.—He who is their MaxeERr is alfo their 


_. Huspanp. It is quite needlefs to prove this to be @ part 


texts, ‘Ha. xlix. 7. Thus airs JenovaH, the REDEEMER 








of Curist’s character as itis fo clear in Scripture. See 
Eph. v. 23. Rev. xix. 7. xxi. 9, &c.—The text fays the 
Lorp oF oes is the mame of their MAKER and their 
Housganp, and that he is alfo their REDEEMER. None 
Pike deny this to be an undoubted part of Curist’ $ charac< 
See Gal. iii, 13. Col. i. 14. 1 Pet. i. 18, 19, &c. 
pete REDEEMER i is called the Hoty one or Ispart.— 
OF Tfrael, is fometimes added to. holy one in the Old Tefta= 
ment to fhew the particular relation He had to that people 
while they were the peculiar people of GOD; He was 
their King, governor, and guide. But take notice ofa 
particular idea in the text. Tho’ he was called the holy 
one of I/rael while Ifrael was the peculiar people of GOD, 
fee what he was to be called when Ifrael fhould be cut off, 
—The GOD of the whole earth fhall he be called. — The 
name Holy One is above forty times ufed in Scripture; and 
from the ae application og iri in moft of thefe places to 
CurisT, we may conclude, that it was a name ‘peculiar 
to Him, which both Prophets and Apoftles knew to whom 
it was to be applied. He takes the name to himfelf, Pfa, 


xvi. 9, 10.—xneither wil: thou fuffer thine Hoty One to fee 


corruption. This, Paul fays, could not be faid of David 
who faw corruption ; ; but He whom GOD asaifed again, 
no corruption. — See’ who this title is applied to in A&ts 
7, 31. ibid xiii. 3 55 36, 39. Pia. lxxxix: be Mark i, 
oy "s 214. 1 John 11. 20. 






The: macied < i 
is in with the moft fablime titles of the most Hicu GOD, 


and all applied to the fame fubje&, fhews that he is Jeno- 
VAH the true and living GOD. Take a few of thefe 


his 


xion which this title of Jesus Curist | 


( ma } 


_ bis Houry Onz. The Pfalmift fays Tfrael t tempted on re) D, 
_and limited the Hory ‘One of Dfrael: But the Apoftle 


ee 


= reais s Chitbee = j 
’ done excellent things: This is known in all i 


fays exprefly it was CuxistT they tempted. Ifa. xlv. 11. _ 
‘Thus faith Jevovan, the Hoty One of Srael, and his 
Maxer, fa. xlvii. 4. 4s for our REDEEMER, the 


Lorb oF Hosts is his Name, the Hoty One of Ifracl. 
Ezech. xxxix. 7. The heathen Jhall know that I am \+Ho- 


van the Hoty One of Jjrael. He was the object of I- 

rael’s worthip, Pfa. Ixxi. 22. Unto thee will I fing with the 
harp, O thou Houy One of Dfrael. He was their defence 
and King He gave them laws, and punifhed them for 


rebellion. Pfa. lxxxix. 18. For Jentovak is our defence; 


and the Hoy One of Ifrael- our King.—They provoked the 
Hory One of Tfrael.— And when difpofed to fin they 
cried, Gauls the eas “a4 Onn ae Seals: to ceafe Le 
igre WS. . 





ay fhall clofe t the , fubjeet with the Rhaplody of ve: the Church 
in view of the coming of Curist, and the privileges and 
glory that fhould follow. Ifa. xii. 2. Behold, GOD my 
Salvation: LD will truft and not be. shel for JeHovaH, 
JEHOVAH, is my ftrength and fong, he alfo is become my 
JES Sau cabs with joy /hall ye draw water out of the 
wells of falvation. —Here reader, is the burden of the fong, 
here the matter of wonder and praife,—and the moft 
aftonifhing change!!! He who is JEHOVAH is be- 
come my JESUS the SAVIOUR, whofe promifess 
names, eases and work are. rarer Salvation = from 














Saas to > JEHOVAH, ‘4 


out send pene thoy ‘inbabitant aS eed < 
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. VAH, LORD GOD, &c. to belong properly to JESUS 
CHRIST, or that interprets them into fuch alow, dimi- 
nithed fente as may belong to an inferior fpirit, a contin- 
_ gent or created being, without fuch perfonal union to: 
DEIT Y, runs contrary to the moft plain and obyious 
meaning of the facred Scriptures. ~And_ alfo, that the 
DEIT Y attributed to Him is properly his own, and not 
the DEITY of another dwelling in him, joined or united 
to him; which unfcriptural opinion, makes him in himfelf 
as canbe a mere creature as any other being that GOD 
hath created. —From the plain Scripture account the con- 
clufion i is, ; dohat JES SUS. CHRIST who appeared i in 
the charaéter of an, Angel, a Man, &c. in the Old Tefta- 
ment, and. appeared in| fieth and blood in the New, was 
the. cD. LORD, JEHOVAH, &c. mentioned in 
all the ancient appearances, prophefies,: and-promifes, and 
afterwards in the fulnefs of time was. GOD manifeft in, 
the flefh, and is fill G eis cover all ble oe ee eulre 
AM E N. Ssh. 





atk Mould fe ee an ad to nfs Effy, a as He jeoming 

that it is: fufficient to the humble Chriftian, - that. he fees it 
evident from Scripture that his SAVIOUR. is the TRUE 
GOD, tho’ we do not fully confider all the inconvenien-. 
Cos, ‘inconfiftencies, or abfurdities which are. neceflarily 
conneged with our Author’s different opinion ; this would 
be to writée.a book not an appendix. Notwithftanding of 
eins too long already, I mnft beg the reader’s patience till 
ice only two. things, wherein the Author thinks he is 
ly aight; and indeed he muft be excufed for being 
re im) thefe, becaufe if he be wrong in any one of 
them, his wl 1.0lefcheme, with which he has’ taken. ingh 
sik mutt fall of -courfe. we ate tntes 












It was Morted 3 in I be 
te Clear D Difplay ft the 


tof C CHR I SLs, Seay Deity i in 
(rinity, Vhat where he is called 
the 
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the ANGEL OF: JEHOVAH, it fhould be read, The. 
ANGEL JEHOVAH. : the Author faw that if this were 
admitted, his’ do&trine was made void; but I think what: 
he has faid againft it is fo weak, that the fubftance: ‘of his. 
may be admitted, and yet 3 it may be true, As a matter a 
fact he dares not deny it ; ‘but he goes about to give reafons © 
for its being fo 7 ks Hebrew: nouns, fays he, are not declined | 
by cafes,” &¢c:—Then tranflators are left at liberty to ufe 
what» cafe they pleafe, or may ufe or not ufe them. But 
does not ‘this gentleman know that there are many places: 
with the poffefive. fign, why do others that -exprefs- the : 
fame language want it? . If this loofe argument of his be 
admitted, it would. make the Bible one of the moft vague 
and uncertain books in the world. » He fays, oy The oF is 
always expreffed in the tranflations.”” . This is trifling, as 
the argument: was: taken from the Habreep text; and there 
it mutt ftand, till fome better reafon is eyed than that men 
ie mgr te! prunllan te and: = Udo 66 aS yo ta Dod 
He faves the MY Sheol of this rale Beh inake else 
texts” {peak nonfenfe, as The Ark of Jenov 4H,—Mofes 
the man- of GOD, &e.. Confider reader, what a curious 
method ‘of: reafoning this. is.— The: pofieffive fign is. left 
out betwixt ANGEL and. JEHOVAH, where CHRIST. 
is. fpoken: of and called JEHOVAH, —where he calls him- 
felf EHO VAH,—and receives the worfhip of JEHO- 
‘VAH'+ Bur it is alfo left out: betwixt 4ré and JEHov aH, 
ahd Mofes and JEHOVAH, which cannot be the fame :4 
“Therefore the Angel and JEHOVAH are as much: f,. 
as the Ark-and Ao/es are from J] EHOV AH. of ‘ 
‘of the Author’s reafoning is, It ohh be blafy phemous to. 
all the Ark ot Mofes JEHOVAH becatife the 
fign is wanting between them ; sheeted Bo: Bt ee blafphemous 
to call the ANGEL JEH O VAH for the fame reafon. 
Our Author fays, “ The: pofieti fign is eafily” eee 
from the obvious fenfe and feope of the paflage,”"—I. agree 
sy a with 











(~ re”: } 
with him. And in thefe tgxts which he mentions it mu/? 
be fupplied.. But it is far from being fo fafe to fupply it, 
when «the facred writers, the perfons fpoken to, and the 
ANGEL dimfelf, without any exception, explanation, or 
limitation call._him JEHOVAH. This would be too 
tuch like adding to GO D’s words. And I am perfwaded, 
that had the Tranflators of our Englifh Bibles attended to 
the evidence in favour of CHRIST’s proper Deity, which 
the ommiffion of this pofleffive exhibits fo plainly, they 
would not have fupplied one OF where he was the fubjeé 


fpoken of *. ” 
The 


* When we fay the Parliament Houfe, it is eafy to fee that the 
poffeftive cafe muft be underftood, i.e: the Houfe of Parliament, or 
the Parliament’s Houfe; properly meaning the Houfe where the 
Parliament meet, and cannot mean the Parliament but by a figure 
of {peech, .as we fometimes fay, the Howfe is fiting. But none will 
conclude from this manner of fpeech, that the Houfe is, or can be 
called the:Parliament; or that they are two names which fignify the 
fameithiagipern Piri - i 

But when we fay King George, the two names belong to and mean 
the fame perfon without any figure of {peech. The obvious meaning 
is, ‘that a man who is called George is King; or that the King we 
{peak of is called George. There isno room for a poffeffive cafe here. 
There are many called George, but only one of thefe is King So 
there are many called Angel or Meffenger, but only one who is called 
JEROVAH,—the ANGEL JEHOVAH, without the genitive cafe, 
‘which ig neceflary to be expreffed or underftood from the obvious 

saning' of the paflages in other cafes. 


HoT it be faid, That this isa difhonour to GOD, to call hima 
Meffenger—and if he is fo, who could fend Him ?—But here it should 
be confidered, “that Je Hovan may be a Meffenger to us, without 
having any fuperior.to fend Him, yea, without being fent at all He 
who informs us of What we do not know, is, tous, a meflenger of 
knowledge. The word Malech which is commonly rendered Angel 
or Meffenger, does not always imply a fuperior that fends the Mef- 
fenger ; but is ufed to fignify a perfon performipg an office, or a piece 
of work, whether he is fentuor not. Thus the word is ufed Job 


" -¥xxili. 23, 24. where the Meffemger fays, Deliver him from going 


dow to the pit, for Ihave found a ranfom.—The Meffengers who 
12 Lath brought 
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deitructive ‘to his. own. doétrine in the {ame book. This 
fentiment he ftates as the criterion of do&trine between him 
and fach as he calls Sabellians and Hutchinfonians, that is, 
thofe. who think thefe names belong to economy or. office, on, 
whom “he impofes the names which are likely to be mifun- 
derftood, or the efpoufers fuftained, without examination, . 
to be erronious feéts. But he fhould have confidered, that 
by his own rule of giving names, ‘he mu/? be called. an Arian. 
An erronious fe& may hold fome truths with their errors, 
and becaufe I hold thefe truths, muft I be called by. the 
name of that fe&? If it mutt be fo, Then Arians are caly 
led by that name becaufe they deny: the proper Deity. of 
Currst; but Mr E——t denies the bape ae ee re 
Curist : Therefore he i isan Arians . 
* Bd 

‘ _AILL can eh aor is oo ie to point ‘out the abfur- 
dity of. the dogtrine.. edt is “not neceffary here to {thew how 

thefe ‘names are to be > applied i in ‘the {cripture fenfe of them, 

that i is fully d done i in ‘the Clear Difplay of the Tr Trinity from 
Divine Revelation, ‘&e. eas can. underftand in ‘what fenfe 
the Author fays. the Spirit is is a. “name ‘of nature; We believe, 
fays | he, that the Spirit it 2s included wot D the Father, and 
effential to his. being ; whereby he we eth all our works i. in us 
ype fer. us.—1 can alfo underftand 1 how neceflary it is for 
thofe who deny the proper Deity of ‘Curist, to make fons 

thip, as ‘applied to him, a name of nature, becaufe his fons 
Adhip and his exiftence as a. creature a are. coeval, and fonthip 
sasaki 
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viferlonity: and isk csatiog to tne. Fa ather.— There- 
thi 
es his gods was ‘to him; and. leaves him 


eric was) when his locks were cut oles — 
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which. fays; That one Divine Perfon begat sanvehior in. bis 
Divine Nature and Effence.~But as he fays there is butone 
“Betfork in GOD, -and that is*the Father, who only and ° 
extlufi vely as the true and living GO D, this term: Pather 4 
anu exhibit and make: “known. fomething~ peculiar to the ; 
nature of GOD, -and this muft. particularly be, | that he » 
begot a Son; Now, he fays, that this Son is a mere creatures 
the firft- that GOD created, confequently, the nature of | 
~ GOD was after the begetting this Son what. it never was 
before, i.e. a Father! 1 dare-not mention fome other gla- 






ring confequences!——let it fuffice to fay there can —— 
changes,—no oid in the nature of G mri ; aaa nae i 
ee oe repent if: car 


veTtis evident} that if the name piuweasin Sieve ~ a 
‘name of naturein GOD, it is neceffary and effential to 
‘his BEING, and is ceeval with his exiffence: ~ ‘And as he 
“holds Curist, to be no more than a created exiftence; it. 

aituft follow, that GOD is a Father without any confidera- 
‘tion of Curisr asa Son, ‘or without the exiftence of any 

‘ . But where he gets this abftra@notion of a Fa- 

‘ther i is ‘more than I can conceive. ‘Father and Sow are cor- 
“yelates ;—they; “as. i ‘were, give being to each other. - They 
ate relatives cand cannot fubfift even in idea without each 
other. “A Father that never begat a child, is an ided above 
‘my comprtehenfion. , And tho’ the term fhould be confi: 
* dered figuratively, “jt will rather embarrafs than clear the 

ter. For’ whatever: way itis confidercd,- it muft have'a 
‘relation to fomething in fome refpe&: asa Fathers but if 
‘is fa name of nature in GO D, it can have‘no sedis 
‘ition to creature exiftence; for his nature is’ ¢ 
“fame without oy a ‘sredlearies 
























fhe i names” “hab to vere ted 
‘terins Have a natural relation to éack 
they? are hames of nature, this will 
\ Sony and ‘muft be attended with j 





ys 
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| the-nonfenfe which {choolmen have invented on ‘this fube> 
jee y which Nave made more 4rians than all-other confide- . 
rations’ put together. “If Father be a name of nature in» 
GOD it mutt be éternal, and el the name Son : 
and ‘thé perfon who is called “by it. This agrees very ill 
‘with his being a meré creature, and having no Deity of ‘bis: 
own, but only that of another dwelling in him, To make 

‘ Weer ‘Glernal is to Make him GO D; confequently the fcho-=" 

~ Taffie’'do&trine of the’ ‘Trinity i is true; or which is even’ 
“worfe, there maf be'two ternals, no matter whether they 
‘arecalled G°O D'S or wits ria the ‘abfurdity’ is 


the fame. a « Pas eee? to EA wi hs Ee dls Sy > 

» sensi: ee icatiee how. this author will reconcile this 
fentimernt with fome others in his book; page 30, after tell-; 
“ing us that the name: JEHOvAH. ‘is a name of nature, he 
‘fays, Lhe other names of God feem to be names of relation.— 
Tn page 33» he fays, ‘¢ God alfo calls himfelf.a Father; 
“which name ‘is chiefly. defigned. to expels the near and 
-* foeciab relation which he: ftands in to > Curist and his 
_* people; as begotten by chim, and believing in him.—— 
“A Father fuppofes a Son, or offspring ; 5 it js a name 
_“ which “is expreffive: of. that’ relation, nor can it. fubhift 
»<© without i it: GOD: them began to be a Father when he had 
« @ Son, the i image of himfelf, and not before ; ‘itis nota 
"© name cocternal with his being, nor effintial to his nature: 
he might be JeHovaH and nota Father, &c.” I know 
. +e way of ayoiding felf-contradiétion here, but by afferting 
1, t relative names and names of vature'are all one. But 
a ne eats be to confound ‘things very different.. Among 

- feveral other differences there is one that makes this cafe 

/ Lhat a name of nature points out and exhibits 
dlongs to the fubje& that bears the name ; 
ne denotes fome relation which the fubjec& 
$s toanother fubje&. A name of nature has 
fubje@ itfelf; a relative name has no 
# meaning 
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meaning without the esidapraciondt of another fubjeét. 
Among creatures there e’may be but {mall aisteibried Morne 
cafes, ‘and: fome names may point out both nature and rela» 

. tion, butin GOD, it is. cpp that the fame name 
Which defines his’ nature, -¢an in that’ fenfe be a relative 
name to his\creatures.. But as we have no abftraét names 
of: Deity , it is prefumption ‘in creatures to make compari- 
fons, ‘confeque pipes we> ‘fpeak ‘of ‘names of nature in 
GOD, we talk a authority ——— ar eee: 
Stel aan Bei aie rae REED Et SRA ean Cog diew ieee. 
“From the. welinee ’s‘own words we may peer that" 
as the exiftence of the Son had a beginning; which’ he afz 
firms, pater nity in GO D thuft have had a ‘beginning, as it 
is'a velative and neceflarily infers filiation, without whichy 
as they are corr, relates, it could not exift: So “that: to/make 

- Father a'name of nature in GOD, is undeifying wong ite, 
felf; or making the term Son a name of zaturein GOD 
alfo. If paternity be natural in GOD, filiation mutt be 
included, at leaft as to- ‘eternal. and neceffary ‘exiftence ; e 

nich, t upon ‘this’ plan, can not re be feparated from the 

: Son than from the Father. “Phe eontequence is Baeett 
nal g efation mutt be natural and effential a Dtiy sk - 
or, there: mutt be swo G ODS eternally and nec siomat 

SHEE eo a gn Rakes Lord ghee a 

Bais! tgutt aRice psc b iat. a¥ mien pete’. Pee ar J 

“The fenfe of the term Fasimabapce to GOD mt 

be learned’ by analogy, or we can have ’no knowledge: if it 

at lowell eer one ome evidence, how viene shoe 





















faking himielf i Ata’ to them ina aati giage that h 
logy to whatthey know among themfelves. 
the analogy’ tially refpets i is but faint, 
is none, ideas mutt fail, and “inquiries 
fuch terms as Father applied to GOD. 
we’ pretend to mote, if it is: not reve: 


words, is miere ‘uncertainty, and af 
ba ieee. SRT eS = 3 MPLS a te * 














: and to Man; yet, her re Reve ela’ 
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part of that fyftem of neceflary trath, which GOD intend- 
ed to teach erin dagen BF Fie BRE Geer caer, 
“aH. PE eee es BTS! We eg Ge) ee hie) Nabe Ss Raa ean 


_» There is no. property or. Bop ans Fatieweicads 
among men are endowed with, that is not afcribed to GOD 
as the Father. of, his Childres: in Curis’ sT. And though 
the difference i is very great as they » are applied to GOD. 
tion leads; and we may fafely 
follow. GOD a: reprefented as the vo ten: of our Lorp 

Curist,. under diftin&, confiderations ; but they 








“Seaiioteoreveitome of falvation. . 1. may. therefore 


venture to affirm, | ‘That. there is not one- idea which can 
with propriety be prefixed-to the term Father, as applied to 
GOD, in the whole of Revelation, . -but. what has. a plain 
reference to the works of GOD, either i ergata, provi= 


dence, ox redemption. Ty A Lak a “adh Bish eke a wEs ira to arene ts tah 
Sad wget ey re ae eye sth Pisgs Sige BARA ea ee ; 


4) Jenov an is. commonly called the proper name of. Gop. 
have no. objection a ainft. calling it his proper name, if 


by. proper be underftood, that this name is ‘proper to no 


Being but the ALMIGHTY. As all other Beings are 


| dependent, and not felf-exiftent, they, can. have. no claim 





to that name which in its fignification includes in it, or 
points out /e/f-exi/fence. But this does not fay that this.or 
any other name is effential or, neceflary to Deity ; for were 
it fo, the name muft define his effence, which of confe- 
quence - would be /imited.; for every. apbuision, fets bounds 
£0 the shine defnel., As we cannot know his eflence,. it 

. to. enquire after the name of it: this is a 
capacity of finite intellects... He has re- - 
der fuch names as in divine wifdom, and. 
moft fuitable to the different parts. of His 
; and 8 dover ‘anirte know He arisnd 
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led.” nadie the % es pafhs prefents. an and Future are ins 
pe a in His. name. JrHov 4H, they point out to jhis peo- 
“ple, His power, faithfulnefs, merey-and care exercifed to- 
: ‘His Church ; and t t ir ners ae ih et ae a 
‘thele pre ent, what he ; ha as_ bee 
: to them. a Jose. oF The: names. sand ela 
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as they are related:to certain creatures are a Dacia } dy; 
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ner of conception. We conceive partially and imperfectly 
of GOD from his different operations, each of which, we 
conceive, proceeds froma different perfection in him, cor- 
refponding to the particular operation. ‘This. diverfity is 
not real with refpe& to G OD; who is one, without com- 
pofition or complication of Being; but only appears to be 
‘fo with‘tefpe& to the variety of objects and modes of ope- 
ration. '“Uhe divine condefcenfion of-GOD is in this amaz- 
ing, in making himfelf known to his creatures in fucha 
-manner, ~as’ ‘their weak capacities might come to. the know- 
‘ledge of ‘him in his operations toward his creatures ; and 
‘in revealing himfelf by fuch names as were fuitable to the 
‘different revealed perfections, and the diftinG relations he 
‘has affumed to the different ranks of creatures.. 


When GOD takes names to himfelf in Scripture, the 
reafon is either exprefly given, or may be certainly con- 
cluded from the context; which in-general, is either To dif- 
tingui/h himfelf from creatures, or to /hew fome kind: of rela- 
tion to them. When Mofes enquired ‘by-what name HE 
fhould be called ‘who fent him to the Children of Ifrael, the 
anfwer is, Thus fhalt thou fay-to the Children-of Lfrael, 1 am 
bath Jent me unto you. | AM THAT AM, as it_fhould obe 
rendered, or Iam he that is, as the Septuagint has 4t, 
points out God to be BrtnG 1TsExF, and the original of 
all being. All-.other.things.are but fhadows~and phantoms 
compaired with Beinc iTsFyr, . Ifrael having been long 
among the Egyptians who.,were great Idolaters and Poly- 
_theifts, and had a variety of names to their different:'Gods ; 
Mofes was..afraid they would either think him an impottor, 
or that he came from fome Egyptian Deity. » But to cure 
him and them of their fufpicions, God notifies himfelf by 
a name that would diftinguifh him from all ‘heathen deities, 
which were:Gods made by men: And joins with it the 
names in. which he was related to them by promife. TAus 
‘foalt thou fay unto the Children of Ifrael, The Lorp Gop 
of your fathers, the Gop of Abraham, the Gon of Ifaac, 
andthe Gon of Facob, hath fent me unto you; this is my name 
Sor ever, and this is my memorial unto all generations. 


“In like manner the name JeHovan, according to the 
reafon which He Himfelf gives for taking that name, dif- 
tinguifhes Him from falfe Gods, who exitted at the pleafure 
of their makers, but He is /e/f-exiftent; and this name 

~~ ae ’ ; gives 


2 ' .f.424 9 se 
gives the Church ample fecurity, that he will give exiftence 
‘to his promifes_ina feafonable accomplifhment of them. 
Hence he fays to Mofes, I appeared unto Abraham, Ifaac, 
‘and ‘Facob by the name GOD ALMIGHTY, but by. my 
name JEHOVAH was I not known to them. Now, when 
‘about to perform the promifes he had formerly made, He 
takes a name fuitable to this kind of divine \operation, 
_ ‘which is a ground of confidence to his people in all ages, 
-and feems to be underftood by Mofes and Iirael in this 
light, when they. celebrated the praifes of JEHovaH onthe 
‘banks of the Red Sea, when. He had delivered them from 
fuch complicated dangers. Then fang Mofes and the Chil- 
“dren of Ifrael this fong unto JEHov AH,—/aying-— I will fing 
unto JEHOVAH.— JEHOVAH és my firength and fong, and he 
is become my falvation.— JEHOVAH is a man of war, JEHO- 
“WAH is his name. ; js Saladin ded 
-SWhen GOD made fpecial promifes to his people, or 
-pronounced judgments upon their enemies,-he frequently 
gives this as areafon, That they might know his name to be’ 
«Jenovau. This plainly fhews that the name has a rela- 
‘tion to the promifes, and by their accomplifhment, they 
fhould learn the relation he ftood in to them as JEHO-. 
VAH, their Saviour, fulfiling his promifes to them. 


I hall éonclude “with earneftly entreating my Readers to follow the 
example of the much commended and noble BER E ANS, by fearching the 
Scriptures that:ye may know from them, Whether thefe things be [o. 


Be neither intimidated nor diverted from fo commendable a purfuit by 
any of the popular but dangerous prejudices againft this prattice: Pre- 
judices which can-come from no good quarter, as they depreciate ee 
facred word of ‘God, and are attended with the mo{t dangerous con 
fequences to the Souls of Men.’ You may be told, That the Scrip- 
tures. are dark, abftrufe, and ill to be underftood—That by common 
people Searching the Scriptures,..confufion of fentiments would take _ 
place, herefies abound, &c.+That\ Providence. has put you in fuch, 
fituations of life, that ye have no time for fuch a praftice, &c. &c. 

tt is needlefs for me to fay any thing to thefe objeftions, as they.are 

o fully expofed in the INtRODUCTION to the Clear, Di/play. of 
the Trinity; a,part of that work, which has been admired by all the 
fenfible. Readers of the Book, He. fays on the .excufe for want of 
time ;—"“ Be aftonifhed, O heavens, at the audacious reproach caft 
upon the wifdom and goodnefs of your Creator’s Provedence Who, 
© man, has been fo cruel as to condemn thee to this flavery |—Not the 
meek and compaffionate Jesus, ‘who bids us firft eek the kingdom 

arg : ef 
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of GOD, and his righteoufnefs; and has promifed that all other 
things fhall be added,—forbidden us to take anxious care for the things 
of this world, for we know not what a day may bring forth. Not 
the Apoftle. who direéts us to feek thofe things which are above,—to 
fet our affections on things above, and not on things on earth. Fon- 
der the Divine Queftions, What is a man profited, if he fhould gain 
‘the whole world, and lofe his own Soul? What fhall a man give in 
exchange for his Soul? Pray, for what end was you fent into the 
world? What is your moft material concerns in it? Is it not to 
learn to know, -and to do the will of your Creator? Confider, 
whether all the time GOD hath given you, hath been well ufed, 
before you charge GOD foolifhly. What became of the time of 
childhood and youth, when GOD hath fo ordered it, that man is 
unfit for work and care, pointing it out as the time for inftruction? 
Why was you not taught the doétrines of the gofpel, and the grounds 
of the Chriftian religion then? Let Parents, Teachers, and you — 
fhare the guilt of this neglet?: GOD’s PROVIDENCE is clear — 
What have you done on all the SanzA1HS you have had, in which, 
by the Laws of GOD and the land you live in, you ceafe Som lahcues 
Here is one feventh of your life free of the entangling excufe. Add 
to the former, all the hours {pent in featting, gambling, drinking, - 
fporting, pleafures of different kinds, and perhaps a great deal in in= 
dolence and floth, it will be found the higheft injuftice in men, to 
complain for want of time, who can fpare fo much to fuperfluous, 
trifling, and- often to wicked Purpofes. When that time, ‘which is 
now devoured in vain purfuits, anxious or inordinate cares, idle 
extravagances, and vicious pleafures, is reftored to you, you will. 
have enough to anfwer all the calls of religious enquiry.—You will 
profecute your callings with Chriftian diligence, and find the greateft 
pleafures and refrefhments . in fuch days and hours as you appropriate 
to the momentuous concerns of an everlafting ftate.”. May GOD 
grant us all grace to confider this fubjeét with that attention and fince- 
rity which the importance of it requires, and to live more for His 
glory, and our Soul’s edification. AMEN ° 
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HE Chriftian Readet who pwould defire to fee the particulars 
briefly hinted in the above Appendix, and many other parts of 


_., the scripture Charaéter of Our Lord Jesus CuRtsT fally elitci- 
~ dated and made plain to the meaneft capacity, will pleafe to confult 


the Book I have fometimes referred to, viz. 


--A CLEAR DISPLAY of the TRINITY, 


from DIVINE REVELATION}, | 
‘with an impartial Examination ‘of fome Traditions coveerainE Gop, 


°\ gn Syftems contrived by Councils, Aflemblies, and Synods, and impof+ 
© edon inankind as Articles of Faith: In THREE ParTs. Tt. 


. divine Character of 2 Plurality in Deity proved. 2 Th a 4 


Charaéter of Father, Son, and Holy Ghoft illuttrated’ 3. The fcho- 


., Jaftic Doétriné of the Trinity. examined: To: which i: added, by 


"way of PREFACE, An Appress to Enquiring CHRISTIANS. 
| The whole written in an eafy and familiar manner.——Pr ice 4s. 

» This Book differs from all that have been written on what is called 
, the Arian controverf It proves plainly, that thofe called the Ortho- 
~ dox* are as far wrong im their fy(tematic account of a Trizity as thefe 
“called Arians. —It contains the fum of the Charaéter of God as it is 
‘ pevealed'in the Scriptures—demonttrates clearly that it is the fame 
“divine Being under different Characters, Names, or Relations that 
hmade, governed, and fhall judge the world—that guided and govern- 


aged the Church in alkages, redeemed itin the fulnefs of time—and in 






om centers.all the divine things that: are faid of God in Revelation: 
-That all the Names given to the Supreme Being jn Scripture,+ re- 
Aate toan Economy he had eftablifhed for accomplithing- the happinefs 
‘of ‘his people. It thews how. foolith and redicnions ‘it has been to 
ielothe’ this ‘Doétrine with’ fo many unmeaning terms invented 
© $n they Schools for that pur pofe—and that it is the duty and privilege 
‘of every Chriftian, to learn the Character of the God he adores, from 
his own account clearly revealed,’ which is of the utmoft importance 
jin religion, and eafily obtained by a«nethad of ftudy that is in every 
_ one’s power, and which none fhould neglect, . 


pee | 


(! Phere’ is added a ‘Table’ of above 200 texts differently explained 
_-fand \many differently tranflated) ‘from the gloffés which have been 
»put, upon,them,”’ by fuch as have forced the Scriptures to favour their 


seh tenets, rather than learn their, religion from the Scriptures 
alone. Bs . ore ren 


It is remarkable, that neither the profefted Orthodox, nor the 
Arians, have given any anfwer to this Book, tho’ it clearly demon- 


ftrates, that their different Schemes of a Trizity, are both unfcrip- 
tural and felf-contradictory. — 3 gic 


* True Orthodoxy is learnt only from the Seri? pitare 
+ There are particular differtations on the Names JEHOVAH, 
Worn, Hoty Guost, ese. and the Scripture \fenfe of the teriis 
FATHER, and Son #s clearly explained. fer aa Rae 
¥ 
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